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PART |: THE FIRSTHAND WITNESS REPORT: A STUDY OF 


HUMANOIDS AND THE ANONYMOUS HUMAN FACTOR 
Absence of evidence is not evidence of absence - Anonymous 


Time passing will not erase from my mind a climacteric of events so strange and sobering that the world I 
thought I knew would never again seem the same. 

It all began with the publication of my book, Situation Red, The UFO Siege (Doubleday, 1977) in which I 
made references to reported crashes of UFOs and the recovered alien bodies. In surprising response, 
information relative to “retrievals” surfaced from new sources. This led me to July 29, 1978, the day I stepped up 
to the, lectern as guest speaker at the MUFON ninth annual Symposium in Dayton, Ohio, to deliver my paper, 
“Retrievals of the Third Kind,” pointedly subtitled, “A Case Study of Alleged UFOs and Occupants in Military 
Custody.” 

Since Dayton, new informants continue to emerge; people, like my earlier firsthand contacts, who want no 
open, active part in UFO research. Independent from each other, they, ever so cautiously, share sensitive 
information about their alleged roles in a retrieval operation, or claim to have been in an authoritative position 
to have seen the deceased humanoid entities under a variety of “need to know” circumstances. One of my most 
enduring and informative contacts is medical; others formerly served in the C.I.A. and in key positions of the 
military. Indeed, the knowledge I have gained since my book from diverse, creditable sources is extraordinary. 

It is beyond the scope of this paper to review all the behind-the-scene events prior to and since the Dayton 
affair. However, I hasten to say that what began as a simple research report, featuring an update on alleged or 
legendary retrievals of crashed saucers and little men, soon gave way to a venture into seeming fantasy. The more 
I probed into old and new leads the deeper I became enmeshed in an inconsistent world of real peopie on one 
end; and on the other, the unreal tales they told. 

Just as unreal, or so it seems, were some of my own experiences during these probes. One, no longer a 
hushed incident, was my close encounter with a “phantom” force at the Dayton symposium. There, before going 
on stage my life was twice threatened. On both occasions word came through an intermediary, once by phone at 
4:30 a.m. on July 29; the other by physical confrontation just moments before my address. Uninformed of the 
threats, 1 spoke for nearly 2 hours. However, the moment I finished I was suddenly whisked off stage by three 
armed plainclothesmen with walkie talkies, escorted to the Stouffer Hotel, where I held a prearranged press 
conference, then again escorted to my room which, not of my choosing, was in the process of being changed with 
a lady tenant on the far end of the hotel. I was advised not to reveal my new room number to anyone and not to 
leave its premises. In effect, until dinnertime I was detained, incommunicado. I missed everyone I had arranged 
to see, including a medical person with information. 

A real threat, or a scare tactic? To this day it is unclear if 1 was being protected froma lunatic adversary, or, 
if the whole episode was a ploy to deflect potential informants in the audience from reaching me. I had 
indications beforehand, while preparing my “Retrieval” paper that someone connected with the C.I.A. was 
concerned about some of my sensitive material and how far I might go with it. He advised that the use of some 
data in my possession could be risky and for my own safety I “should always stay in crowds.” Months later, the 
same C.I.A. employee, who had been helpful in many ways, said he had the answer for the threats in Dayton. 
Investigation, he said, showed that it was all a part of the shenanigans of a movie studio who possessed secret 
documents and film about the retrieved craft and entities, and fearing that I would steal their thunder before 
their release date, they tried to intimidate me into cancelling my talk. 

Whatever the intent of my would-be-assailant or of the Intelligence Community, my role and objectives in 
research have since changed. To me, the key to truth lies in what we may call the UFO crash/ retrieval syndrome. 
Lights in the sky, close encounters of all kinds, and even the grotesquerie of abduction cases have all lost priority. 
Time, with its influx of new data from new and old reliable sources, now affirms my belief that beyond my 
fingertips and perhaps forever unreachable, is the evidence extraordinaire — the alien cadavers and the craft. In 
my opinion, if all the officially suppressed information were released suddenly in one package it could have an 
unpredictable psychological but a profound philosophical impact on mankind. But, no matter how it would be 
released, I also believe that the human mind has been so conditioned to stress since World War II that a 
worldwide Wellesian panic is not likely. 

For the record, no one in UFO research, the media or the scientific community has been privy to share 
certain portions of my cumulative data; thus they, understandably, remain skeptical. The whole story of my 
experience in this endeavor may never be told, mainly because of the sensitivity of some of the names, places, and 
subject matter. To stress a point in summary: I know, firsthand, that my continued quest for UFO 
crash/ retrieval information is a venture that can be as risky and frustrating as it is rewarding. 
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Through patience, keeping confidences, and playing the game in a posture of low profile, I feel at this 
writing that I have progressed substantially since my first paper in gathering new, vital, and corroborative 
information. Unlike my first paper, this one draws principally on information collected from firsthand sources. 

Status Report II, will not attempt to correct a number of errors that appeared in my first paper. However, it 
is important for the record that exceptions should be made relative to three of the original Abstracts: 

In Abstract #1, the year of the incident should be corrected to read, 1950 instead of 1948, Other amended 

data concerning this case I understand will be revealed by researcher Todd Zechel, through other media. 

In Abstract # 8, the retrieval incident dated 1973 should be corrected to read 1953. 

In Abstract #21, Seymour-Johnson, a Navy Training Station, should be corrected to read Seymour- 

Johnson Air Force Base, located in Goldsboro, North Carolina, instead of Norfolk, Virginia. 

My goal, of course, in this phase of research, is to obtain information from the firsthand source. Such prime 
material, used in this monograph, is specified as Class “A,” and is recorded as Cases A-I through A-10 in the 
text. New leads, or other pertinent material, are presented as Class “B,” which are recorded as Items B-1 through 
B-14. 

It should be noted that many abstracts appearing in my first paper, “Retrievals of the Third Kind,” are of 
the Class B type and are not included for review in this monograph. 


CASE A-! 


During the summer of 1977 I was asked by a local business executive, a former Naval Intelligence Officer, to 
speak on the UFO at the September Ist meeting of the Cincinnati Chapter of the World Wings held in the 
Administration Building of Cincinnati’s Lunken Airport. During the Question and Answer period, following 
my talk, one member of a group of 25 pilots arose and brought up the legendary subject of recovered alien UFOs 
and occupants. His comment, I thought, indicated that he was unusually well-informed on the matter, so I asked 
that he standby for a chat later. When the crowd finally disassembled he led me to the privacy of a back room 
which was dominated by a huge topographical map of the United States. 

Staring at the map he said bluntly, “I have seen the bodies.” Still looking at the map and noting my 
protracted silence, he pointed vaguely to an area inside the State of Arizona. “There's approximately where the 
saucer crashed,” he said. “It was in a desert area, but I don't know the exact location. I’m almost positive it 
happened in 1953.” 

The pilot was my first encounter with a firsthand witness, As he stood at the map witha straight-on glance, 
he impressed me as a person who is sincere and forthright, possessing a no-nonsense character. “I saw the bodies 
at Wright-Patterson,” he said. “I was in the right place at the right time whenthe cratesarrived at night by DC-7.” 

As we lingered at the map he recalled that he had stood inside a hangar at a distance of about 12 feet, peering 
at five crates on a forklift. In his judgement, the crates appeared to be hastily constructed and were made of 
wood. In three of these, little humanoids appearing to be 4 feet tall, were lying unshrouded ona fabric, which he 
explained prevented freeze burn from the dry ice packed beneath. As a number of Air Police stood silent guard 
nearby the crates, he managed to get a reasonably good but brief glimpse of the humanoid features. He recalls 
that their heads were hairless and narrow, and by human standards were disproportionately large, with skin that 
looked brown under the hangar lights above. The eyes seemed to be open, the mouth small, and nose, if any, was 
indistinct. The arms were positioned down alongside their bodies, but the hands and feet, he said, were 
indistinct, When asked about their attire, he said they appeared to be wearing tight-fitting dark suits, and, 
because of the tight-fitting suit, there was one revealing feature — a surprising feature. One of the humanoids 
appeared to him to be female. He said, “Either one of the aliens had an exceedingly muscular chest or the bumps 
were a female's breasts.” Later, he learned from one of the crew members, with whom he bunked at the barracks, 
that the body of one of the aliens was believed to be that of a female. 

My informant also heard from the crew member that one of the entities was still alive aboard the craft when 
the U.S. military team arrived. Attempts were made to save its life with oxygen, but they were unsuccessful. 

Another issue, an important one: How was the military able to track the crash? Said my informant: The 
crew member told him that the UFO was picked up by special tracking equipment at Mt. Palomar in California. 
My informant claimed that he had later heard a report that the retrieved craft, found intact, was also sent to 
Wright-Patterson. He had no more details as to when or by what means. 
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COMMENT: 


I have had a dozen or more private talks with my firsthand informant since our initial meeting as reported in 
Absract #8 of my first paper. During this period, | knew him as a dedicated family man and by occupation, an 
engineer. He had also made several trips to Wright-Patterson for treatment of a medical disability. Without 
notice, in the Fall of 1978, he and his family moved away leavingno forwarding address. His military career was 
extensive, having served as Warrant Officer in the Army, during which time he was assigned Wright-Patterson 
in the early 1950's. In recent years he was in the Reserves as a Flight Commander in the Air National Guard. 

My informant seemed well informed about the UFO but had never desired to participate in open research to 
share his knowledge. In my opinion, he seemed to be keenly aware and able to separate fact from rumor. Of the 
latter, he heard that a UFO (foo fighter) had been retrieved in England by the 8th Air Force, during World War 
Il. Having a top security clearance, he claimed to have seen photos at Wright-Patterson of a retrieved UFO anda 
close-up showing strange glyphs on its body which he described as looking like Sanskrit. He was also aware of 
the consequences of talking too much about secret subjects, and often referred to reprisals such as confinement 
at a base in the U.S. which he dubbed the “Turkey Farm.” 

In August, 1978, I requested an affidavit, or a tape, describing his 1953 experience for my private records. 
He declined because of his oath of secrecy. I then asked for a posthumous statement. His response was that he 
would have to check with his Security Officer. Belatedly, he got the expected answer: “You have seen nothing, 
heard nothing, and you sure as s... can sign nothing!” 

That was the final word. 

According to my informant, plus the testimony of two secondhand witnesses described in Abstracts #6 and 
#7 of my first paper, 1953 was either an active year for several UFO crashes, or, all three were describing one 
event. All three describe the area of impact in a desert region and two named Arizona as the site. 


CASE A-2 


Significant in this case is that the testimony from a secondhand source of information was substantiated 
when I reached the firsthand source. To achieve this took time and a stroke of strategy and luck in reaching the 
real source for a commitment. This case was first reported in Abstract #16 of my previous paper, the erstwhile 
informant being the wife referred to as SI. In review, her information revealed to me in August 1977 follows: 

The year was 1973 when Carl, a Sergeant in the Air Force, an Air Policeman, was called to duty during the 
night. He was driven to a certain location, then was blindfolded. She said, he recalled that he was led across a 
field of wet grass, then was helped downa flight of stairs and escorted through a long corridor, Ata certain point, 
he was halted and his blindfold removed. There, he was issued instructions about his mission and where to stand 
guard. To his shock, he was in a room with ranking officers and plainclothes specialists who were viewing three 
small humanoid bodies. The aliens were dead and were stretched out on a table. She remembers Carl telling her 
that the bodies were about 3 feet tall, their heads abnormally large, and they seemed to have short fuzz on the top 
of their heads. The skin, she said, was an off-white or cream. She could recall no other facial features described 
by Carl, admitting that the only time Carl had talked about his experience was while they were courting. That 
was in 1975. At that time, she said, he seemed shaken by it. 

“I believe he was dramatically affected,” she said, adding, “One time he told his sister about it and she just 
laughed. Since, then, he refuses to discuss the matter with anyone, even me.” 

On several later occasions when I called Mrs. SI, I asked to speak to Carl. One night he was present, sitting 
at a table drinking coffee, when I called. I remember she asked him if he would be willing to talk with me about 
his experience, but he declined. Said SI when she returned to the phone, “He said he’s not allowed to talk about 
it, and that he will tell everything he knows after President Carter makes an announcement.” 

Because of her illness, and SI's wish not to be involved in UFOs again, a long gap of time elapsed before I 
chanced a call to check on her well being. Her health restored and sounding cheerful, I then brought her up to 
date on my successes and failures in the pursuit of retrieval stories. But when I asked to speak to Carl, she 
reiterated his reluctance to talk about his 1973 experience. “He won't talk,” she said, “He was too emotionally 
affected.” 

Already knowing of Carl’s place of employment, and that his on-duty schedule was subject to change, I 
asked her for the time of day he could be conveniently reached. I hinted that I might call him “on a long shot.” 
She obliged, but offered no encouragement. 

On October 17, 1978, a well-timed call reached Carl at work during a coffee break. Without hesitation I 
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announced my purpose, cited some strong data from other sources relative to his experience and assured him 
that his name or identity would never be disclosed. After a long silence, Carl, with seeming reluctance, confirmed 
his experience and described the scene he witnessed while on guard duty. While his information generally agreed 
with that expressed by his wife, he also revealed that the facial characteristics of all three entities were similar and 
that the skin was the same color as a “drowned cadaver just brought out of the water.” 

When asked about his reaction to the event, he said in a low voice, “I was shocked. I'd rather forget it.” He 
offered nothing more, nor did I want to press the issue. I felt that I had achieved a real breakthrough. Carl was 
now a firsthand witness. 


COMMENT: 


My informant, Carl, had no information concerning the actual retrieval operation, but undoubtedly the 
recovered bodies came from a recent crash incident. I have no reason to question Carl’s veracity; his behavorial 
reaction to my questions and voice intonation told the truth. Carl does not want any part of active UFO 
research, and prefers to be left alone and not bothered by the subject. When I later checked for confirmation with 
an Intelligence source about the 1973 retrieval, I got, “No Comment.” 


CASE A-3 


On June 29, 1978, my son-in-law Jeffrey Sparks, then an Assistant Professor at St. Leo College, Dade 
City, Florida, informed me that he had talked with a person who had witnessed the alien humanoids at Wright- 
Patterson AFB in 1966. According to Jeff, his contact held a responsible position in a financial capacity with a 
private firm in Tampa, and had formerly served in Army Intelligence. He gave me the individual's name and 
where he could be reached. 

On July 5, 1978, I talked with Mr. JK at length concerning his functions in Intelligence; what he had 
observed at Wright-Patterson AFB, and many other aspects of UFO crashes and retrieval operations. He also 
made reference to the computer bank, or “dump file,” which contains secret information about UFOs dating 
back to 1948. 

JK, whose duties were connected with the Nike Missile, related to me the following data: 


© He observed nine deceased alien bodies preserved in deep freeze conditions under well-lighted, thick glass 
enclosures. The bodies were short in stature, about 4 feet in height. They appeared, under lighting, to be 
grayish color in skin tone. The area where the bodies were preserved was under heavy guard, inside and out. 
He was told while viewing the subjects that 30 bodies were held in preservation at that time at the air base. 


He did not see, firsthand, alien craft stored at Wright-Patterson AFB, but was told that such craft were on 
the base. He was also told that an alien craft was held at Langley AFB, Virginia, and another at McDill 
AFB in Florida. 


© He knew of three key areas in the 1960's where certain secret UFO research operations were conducted 
other than at Wright-Patterson AFB. Bases cited were Langley, Avon Bombing Range — a part of the 
McDill AFB complex near Sebring, Florida; and at Seymour-Johnson AFB, in Goldsboro, North 
Carolina. 


At certain military bases, highly trained mobilized units were in a constant “ready” state for dispatch to any 
area in the U.S.A. to recover downed or crashed UFOs. These special forces, at the time, were known as the 
“Blue Berets” which can operate secretly and effectively by using diversionary tactics to prevent public 
interference. Such diversions include creating power blackouts. 


© During the Vietnam crisis, during JK’s tenure of service, five crashes of UFOs occurred between 1966-1968 
in the Tri-State area of Ohio, Indiana (near Evansville), and Kentucky. There was one known incident of a 
retrieval of three alien bodies. During this alleged incident, there occurred a skirmish with the alien forces 
by our military units. This was triggered by the uncertainty of the aliens’ intent. Hostility was presumed, 
said JK. The location or time of these incidents were not disclosed. 
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© Said JK, “Since 1948, secret information concerning UFO activity involving the U.S. military has been 
contained in a computer center at Wright-Patterson AFB. At this base, a master computer file is 
maintained with duplicate support backup files secreted at other military installations.” Said JK, “Get the 
complete ‘dump file’, both the master and the support backup files and you've got all the hidden UFO data.” 


Thus, substantive UFO data are not available through the Freedom of Information Act, nor on file at the 
National Archives in Washington, D.C. 


COMMENT: 


I have had a number of long talks with JK since July 1978, which was reported in Abstract #21 of my first 
paper. Some additional information he related concerning certain technical phases of his former work is not 
included here on his request. One of our chats revealed that he was stationed at Wright-Patterson AFB when 
Barry Goldwater had visited the base hoping to get permission from General Curtis Lemay to see the UFO 
evidence stored there, but was denied. Said JK, “This refusal caused quite a fiasco on the base.” 

While visiting the University in Dade City, Florida, for a lecture in April 1979, I was unable to meet JK, as 
arranged, however, I was surprised that following my talk, waiting to see me privately, was a former member of 
the elite “Blue Berets.” I remembered JK had pointed out the functions of this covert service. 

The next day, CAM, the ex-“Blue Beret,” visited my daughter's home, and alone, we talked about the elite 
force, its make-up and functions — and some of his experiences in Vietnam behind enemy lines. Although he 
had never participated in a UFO crash/ retrieval, he was aware that one of his fellow members had had the 
experience. Details were scanty, but CAM recalls that his friend referred to his participation in the recovery of a 
“big head” from an alien craft. 

My last talk with JK was September 12, 1979, at which time he was doing well as proprietor of his own 
business. He reaffirmed as true all of his past claims. 


CASE A-4 


My informant is self-employed after serving a long career with the Air Force, retiring with the rank of 
Major. He was a pilot, as well as filling other special assignments. During the mid 1950's he served in an official 
capacity with the Ground Observers Corp (GOC), at which time I was asked by the Air Defense Command to 
screen and report UFO activity by code name, FOX TROT KILO 3-0 BLUE. During this active period, I was 
often in communication with the Major. 

My informant called me in the winter of 1979 when he learned from Tom Shell, newsman for ABC-TV in 
Los Angeles, that I had been considered by that network to be interviewed fora major TV production featuring 
the UFO. My informant said he recommended me, having known of my former work in the GOC and as 
publisher of ORBIT in the late 1950's. During one of our several discussions of the UFO problem, when I cited 
some of the medical information relative to the recovered alien humanoids, he confided that in 1952 he had 
attended a high-level secret meeting at Wright-Patterson AFB and saw in an underground chamber one of the 
deceased alien bodies in deep-freeze preservation. 

My informant recalls some of the physiological characteristics of the corpse from his yesteryear 
observation, but admits details are vague. He said the body, with its long arms positioned straight down 
alongside it,” was about 4 feet tall. The head was large by human standards, and the skin on the face appeared 
smooth and gray. No bone structure was evident; eyes were open, no hair. The feet, he said, were like an 
orangutan. 

My informant stated he had visited the Air Force’s underground complex in Colorado Springs and that 
some of the UFO material that had been stored at the Wright-Patterson depository had been transferred there. 
He also admits having seen a portion of an Air Force movie which showed an alien craft imbedded in the sand of 
a desert-like region. Aware of this film I asked if he saw the portion showing the deceased bodies. (See Case A-9.) 
He said that at the time of the movie review, he was preoccupied with other business and missed seeing that 
portion. 

My informant disclosed that he is aware of secret Air Force orders in the early 1950's which directed pilots 
on UFO intercept missions to shoot down or ram their target. He did not know of any successful mission of this 
kind which forced down or caused a UFO to crash. In one instance, he said, he was aware of an incident whena 
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UFO was surrounded by jets but by its highly evasive tactics, it escaped. 


COMMENT: 


In support of the Major's information concerning tactical operations involving the UFO and interceptors 
of the USAF, Mildred Biesele, of Salt Lake City, Utah, who serves as Contributing Editor for the MUFON 
UFO Journal sent me the following item, typical of other reports known to me since the early 1950's, in her letter 
of October 2, 1979, quoted in part, as follows: 


I heard you speak at the MUFON Symposium in Dayton last year and I am interested in your research on “Retrievals of the 
Third Kind”™...I gave a talk at a local library last week and in the discussion period following, a fellow told me that when he was a 
gunner in the Air Force he had emptied his guns on a UFO and had taken pictures with his gun camera that clearly showed the 
shells exploding against the side of the craft. He said the camera was taken off the wing of his plane when it landed and the 
pictures developed. At 2 a.m., a couple of military policemen came and got him out of bed and took him to the base auditorium. 
They ran the 17 seconds of movie of the UFO over and over and questioned him, and two other crew members until 10 a.m. He 
was warned never to tell anyone what had happened....He said he had a wife and family, a good job, and a lot to lose. He seemed 
afraid of the C.1.A., and wouldn't even give me his name.... 


CASE A-5 


Following my second lecture, April 6, 1978, before the Cincinnati Chapter of the World Wings Association, 
a gathering of 50 or more pilots, I was approached by a member of the association who knew of a “person at 
work” who, in turn, knew about crashed UFOs and occupants. As reported in Abstract #19 of my previous 
paper, I promptly got in touch. 

On April 18, 1978, I talked with former Air Force Sergeant MS of the 97th Bomber Wing. He was prepared 
to relate information from a high-ranking Intelligence source relative to the retrieval of alien craft and 
humanoid occupants allegedly maintained at Wright-Patterson AFB. He also related a sobering story about a 
landing on an Air Force base, also from the same source. MS, while serving at Wright-Patterson AFB in 1977, 
made close acquaintance with Major General “T,” who was assigned at Wright-Patterson for top security work 
in the Logistics Command. His rank and the nature of his work entitled him to a plane at his disposal at all times. 
He and the General’s daughter (name known to me) were seriously lovelorn, and on that basis were frequently 
together. This allowed MS to be a guest at the General's home where he and the general had private chats. 

From General “T,” according to my informant, details were disclosed concerning a UFO that had crashed 
in the southwest region of the United States in 1957. At that time, General “T” was a Lt. Colonel. According to 
the General, radar had confirmed that an alien craft had crossed the skies over the United States at great speed. It 
was tracked to the point of its crash. The area, as in most cases, was “roped off,” and a military unit summoned 
(with canines) for maximum security. 

From the damaged craft, four humanoid bodies were recovered with great difficulty because of the inability 
to penetrate the craft's metal structure. The deceased bodies were found badly burned, some parts so severely 
that certain features were indistinguishable. However, the suits they wore — appearing silver — were not 
damaged by the obviously intense heat endured inside the craft. Said the General, “The suits were fused to the 
flesh.” 

According to the General, the four bodies, approximately 5 feet in height, were sent to Wright-Patterson 
AFB where he had seen them in a deep-freeze morgue, kept at approximately 120 degrees below zero for 
preservation. The only other anatomical feature described by General “T” was that the heads of the aliens were 
large by human standards. Facial features were erased by the heat factor. 

The craft? The General related that scientists assigned to the task of dismantling it ran into difficulty. To 
get inside they concentrated on an area where a fissure or crack had resulted, probably from impact. Shipment to 
Wright-Patterson, he said, quoting the General, “Was by rail, using two military conveyance rocket cars, 
properly camouflaged and classified as ‘rockets’.” 

On another occasion, MS as a guest of the General at his home, while alone, was shown a Top Secret 
document concerning a landed UFO. The incident occurred at Nellis AFB, Nevada, 1968, and MS expressed 
disbelief when he read the report. Stamped TOP SECRET, as he recalled, it read, in part: Large UFO hovered 
over Nellis AFB for three days, Three small alien craft were observed separating (or being ejected) from parent 
craft. One landed on the air base grounds. Sent to greet the landed craft was a Colonel with security detachment 
properly armed. There was no mention of an attempt to assault the craft. While waiting for a sign of intent, a 
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humanoid was observed to disembark from the craft, which was described as “short and stocky.” Then a beam of 
light was directed at the Colonel. The Colonel was instantly paralyzed, according to the report. Orders then 
came from the officer next in command for his detachment to fire, but their weapons jammed. The UFO was 
observed to retreat to its parent craft and then departed. The Colonel was hospitalized. The only recall by the 
Colonel, as MS remembers from the report, was that he could rationalize the event only in terms of 
mathematics, as though an attempt at communications had been conducted in this manner. 


COMMENT: 


I made a check on General “T” at Wright-Patterson AFB. They had no entry of his name as having been 
stationed there, however, when MS (and a witness) called the Accounting and Finance Section at Lowry AFB, 
Denver, Colorado, to obtain the General’s new address in the area he had planned to retire, he was refused on 
grounds of the Privacy Act. But, the General's name was on record. To authenticate the General's report on the 
Nellis AFB incident, I checked with an Intelligence source and obtained confirmation. (See Case A-6). 

During August of 1978, MS tried several times through other military friends.to make personal contact 
with the General, but to no avail. On September 28, 1978, to check on a detail about MS’s personal life, I called 
his employer and talked with the comptroller, the person who arranged our contact initially, and learned to my 
surprise that my informant had suddenly left his job three weeks before. The Comptroller said that MS had a 
service-related back disability and had gone to Wright-Patterson AFB for corrective surgery. MS has since 
become unreachable, having left no new home address or phone number. 
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CASE A-6 


Reporting information from a firsthand witness is a criterion of this second paper, however, in this instance, 
I must rely on an intermediary of trust and his willingness to replay a number of informative tapes over a period 
of 18 months for me, recording the voice of a former C.I.A. employee. Normally, this reporting procedure might 
raise doubts about any such informant, but it is my judgment based on a long period of communication by 
phone, correspondence, and tape that my intermediary is an honest person, and to this date, there is no hint of 
deception in his role. 

Just as certain in my belief that my intermediary has been honest with me, I must therefore, believe that his 
informant friend, the former C.I.A., employee is what he poses to be, and hopefully that the information he 
relates is true. I have heard his voice and his revelations a number of times on tape, and at this writing I feel I 
know him as a person of authority, yet personable; crisp of tongue, leaving more questions unanswered than 
answered; and a person whose voice intonations hint that he has a keen sense of wit. In short, I feel that both he 
and his taped voice I have heard are bona fide. 

My intermediary is Robert D. Barry. He is Director of the 20th Century UFO Bureau, residing in Yoe, 
Pennsylvania, and he’s been a UFO researcher and lecturer since 1957. My first contact with Barry came in 
March 1978, when I learned of his knowledge of a crashed UFO with occupants. I reached him by phone, 
explained that I was working on a paper to be addressed to the MUFON Symposium in Dayton, Ohio, and was 
asked to submit a letter to further identify myself and my objectives. In response, Barry sent me the following 
letter which I had quoted, in part, in Abstract #14 of my first paper: 


...My sources of information on the crashed UFO subject involve quite a few but my major sources number four, including one 
within Intelligence circles as well as a scientist. As it relates to the crashed UFO of 1962, it occurred in the state of New Mexico. 
The craft experienced flight difficulty at a time it was being tracked on military radar. It was tracked across two southwestern 
states before coming in over New Mexico. Military jets were sent up for intercept. As the craft moved in over the state of New 
Mexico, it lost altitude and continued to experience flight difficulty, It impacted on desert sands at an estimated 90 m.p.h. Its 
underside hit the sand as a plane coming in for a landing. Its landing gear was not down and its flight pattern at impact gave the 
indication that the two occupants in the craft were evidently dead at the time of the crash...hence the flight difficulty experienced 
by the craft. 


The craft was 68 feet in diameter and 13 feet in height...typically circular. The two beings discovered inside the craft were 42 
inches each in height. Each being was donned in a one-piece suit that contained no buttons or zippers. The occupants were 
removed the following day after impact to a major medical university hospital in the U.S. where skin tests and other scientific 
analyses were performed. Skin color was gray-pink. Head slightly larger for the size of the body; eyes somewhat larger than 
norm but the nose was small with little protrusions...no ear lobes, but a hole at each side of the head where we have ears...then, of 
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course, inside the hole area was the inner ear portion. Mouth very small and thin lips. The circular-shaped craft was described as 
exploratory and was removed to a major military base in the southwest where scientists and engineers were assigned to work on 
the craft in an attempt to discover its power of propulsion. On this particular case, a total of twenty individuals were involved in 
the investigation and research. Since that time, three of them have died..of natural causes..leaving a total of 17 familiar with the 
incident and follow-up research.” 


As it turned out I invited Bob Barry to accompany me in Dayton to air a letter he had received allegedly 
from the C.I.A, The letter, using a C.I.A. masthead, concerned Barry’s recent involvement in producing material 
about the 1962 crash, for a documentary film about UFOs being made by Sun Classic Films. In summary, 
because of the sensititivty of some of the material about the crash incident, the letter directed Barry to visit the 
C.I.A. offices for consultation. However, when Barry checked with the C.I.A. for affirmation, they claimed no 
knowledge of the letter. Mystified, Barry, nonetheless, felt that the letter deserved more than a brush-off and 
despite the C.I.A.’s denial as its sender, there were certain aspects of the letter’s character and content that 
warranted further investigations. 

After many discussions of the letter’s pros and cons with Barry, I felt that its contents, inasmuch as it tied in 
with the 1962 crash case, should be aired for public view. Through June and early July 1978, Barry and | 
oftentimes questioned the C.I.A. letter’s validity. We tried to rationalize its content, or find a hidden sinister 
motive, and guess who, if not official, had the effrontery to use a C.I.A, masthead for spurious purposes. We 
guessed at a few likely researchers as the culprit, but again, we agreed to air the letter in Dayton. 

Then, in mid-July, Barry called me to relate that his C.I.A friend had advised him not to air the alleged 
C.LA. letter. In his opinion, it was not genuine. But because of the commitment to air the letter and still 
uncertain of a possible C.I.A. covert motive, we felt it was too late to back down, and to back down would create 
even more suspicion in the eyes of research. 

On July 29, Barry exposed the letter and, as expected, some researchers were critical of Barry for presenting 
it and of me for allowing it. For me, however, regardless of the letter’s intent or authenticity, Barry’s C.I.A. 
friend had made an honest evaluation. That, and many subsequent events, helped substantiate my faith in 
Barry’s informant. Following is a sampling of other C.1.A. revelations from April through July 29, 1978, during 
the critical period while preparing my first paper, and following the threat-on-my-life espisode in Dayton: 


© Barry learned that UFOs seemed to have helped influence Israeli forces in a tactical manuever to victory 
over the Arabs during the 1967 war. Barry told about the events and brought in his religious view in an 
interview that was carried by a wire service worldwide. Eventually, the Midnight Globe, October 11, 1977, 
published the story, which was edited to their liking. When it was announced that Barry was to accompany 
me in Dayton, the article was sent to me from researchers with a variety of comments. 


When it first became known by the C.I.A. that I had plans to feature certain data about UFO crashes and 
retrieval operations, I was advised of the risks and to be careful. In April 1978, for instance, it was suggested 
that I avoid the mention of a retrieval by U.S. military forces of a crashed UFO on Mexican soil. On one 
tape, there were witty comments that it would be wise to “stay out of dark alleys” and “stay in crowds.” 
There were no direct threats. 


© Referring to my talk in Dayton, he advised that I might expect “agitators there,” On another tape I was told 
that agents (unidentified) would be there in case of trouble. I construed this to mean for my protection. 
Following the threats on my life on July 29, 1978, in Dayton, Barry came to my room and called his C.I.A. 
contact. He was told, “I told you there might be trouble,” 


® When I heard from a new source of the alleged existence of a human-like cyborg and was put on standby to 
receive proof of it to be displayed in Dayton, I asked for advisement. One response, “I have no information 
about a cyborg. Maybe it’s a hoax.” On another occasion, when my “cyborg” source asked me to be 
prepared to receive from him x-rays as proof at the site of my scheduled lecture for the St. Louis research 
group in Carlyle, Ilinois (June 1978), the former C.I.A. informant stated on tape, “Do not use it unless you 
have medics nearby. You might end up in the river.” He also said, having information like that, if true, “can 
cause airplanes to crash.” Indeed, I thought about that during my flight to St. Louis. As a footnote, my 
contact, with his “drop” of proof, did not show up. 


© Informed to be alert for two foreign agents in Dayton. Also, C.I.A and F.B.1. would be there. My comment, 
“I hope so.” 
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© Revealed that a scientist, whom he named, would be present in Dayton and would be prepared for public 
comment in the event I would disclose data (names, places, etc.) beyond the prepared script in my paper. 
Later, | heard the comment, “Stringfield didn't come across with the hot stuff, so he (the scientist) didn't 
have to comment.” 


In early July, he commented, “80% of your paper is correct...use only cases with firsthand 
witnesses.,.discount the others.” Asked about the Kingman, Arizona, retrieval of 1953, he said, “A lot of it 
is just story. Don’t use it.”"* 


On July 6, 1978, during the last hectic days before Dayton, I was advised that he had been called to an 
urgent meeting in Washington. Earlier, | had submitted five different drawings of the alien head, based on 
composite information, and a drawing of the alien hand, for his review and comment. His final comment: 
“Use head number two. That's close enough,” and regarding the hand, wherein I had indicated a stub where 
the thumb would be, he said, “remove the stub.” (See attachments.) Then he said tersely, “Please don't 
contact me anymore. I can't talk.” 


On August 4, after the MUFON Symposium, word came, “Everybody did a good job.” He further indicated 
that the plan was a “test of media and public reaction.” Finally, he gave his version of the cause of alleged 
threats on my life in Dayton, an issue that has not been clear to this time of writing. Belatedly, he related 
that the culprits were members, or henchmen, of a New York movie studio (not Scotia Films or Sun Classic) 
that had in their possession secret documents and film purporting to validate the existence of retrieved alien 
craft and occupants. They feared that my talk might include some of their material, or more, he said, and 
that it was necessary to intimidate me hoping I would shy off. 


During the period between April to July 29, he acknowledged and/or confirmed the Ft. Riley retrieval, the 
Nellis AFB confrontation, and a retrieval report near Johannesburg, South Africa. Of the latter, he 
provided the year of the incident as 1953. He did not, however, confirm my reference, in my first paper, of a 
confrontation near Lumberton, Ohio. He also had a “No Comment” for the 1973 retrieval in Case A-2. 


@ When I first talked with Barry about the 1962 retrieval incident in New Mexico, he indicated that his C.I.A. 
informant had been one of the first officials at the crash site and also had been first to go inside the craft to 
recover the two alien bodies. In August 1979, when I talked with Barry and heard the replay of the tape, the 
information was corrected. Said the former C.I.A. informant, clarifying the issue of his participation, he 
was the first person to look inside through the hatch of the craft but was NOT inside the craft. This attempt 
to be factual, again, pointed out to me that our tripartite exchange of information was not only of sound 
footing, but, perhaps, one means by which some of the hidden data could be safely released to test public 
reaction, or for other ulterior purposes. 


COMMENT: 


In anticipation of any contrary opinion, I believe Barry's former C.I.A. source is legitimate. I repeat, I have 
been in touch with Barry for too longa period to argue over his research objectives, or to fault his religious views, 
or to be concerned about the methods he employs in pursuing a UFO case. Barry and I have speculated on all 
issues of the UFO problem, and also about certain aspects of his C.I.A. informant’s answers to our questions. I 
find, in summary, that most information received from his prime source does tally with information I have from 
other diverse sources. 

Concerning the controversial C.I.A. letter, researcher Richard Hall has informed me that he knows the 
identity of the person who perpetrated the prank. While this fake letter will be forgotten in the annals of the 
UFO, the 1962 crash report, however, will be strengthened by new data perhaps relatable by Barry in the future. 


* The Kingman, Arizona UFO crash case of 1953 was reviewed in Retrievals of the Third Kind based on information from researcher Ray 
Fowler. Although the C.1.A. employee commented that much of the Kingman report was “just story,” he did not deny its occurrence, During 
November 1979, a new creditable source in Las Vegas. Nevada. surfaced to relate new data about the incident, including a firsthand law 
enforcement witness. Other new sources, according to my informant, are being investigated. Also see Case A-l, and other 1953 reports in 
Retrievals of The Third Kind. 
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CASE A-7 


This entry concerns the medical phase of my inquiry into the study of the alien occupants allegedly 
recovered from crashes of their vehicles. My first meeting with a prime medical contact came in June 1978, while 
working on my first paper for release in Dayton, Ohio. It was arranged by a veteran researcher of long 
acquaintance who was aware of my quest for UFO crash/retrieval information. He also knew that I had 
acquired certain basic pathological information from other sources. Over our dinner, information from the 
doctor, who served on the staff of a major hospital, came slowly and cautiously, as expected. He made references 
to a colleague who performed an autopsy on an alien body in the early 1950's, but, in the main, not much new 
data were revealed beyond general exterior anatomy. Significant, however, was that certain characteristics, 
some ambiguously described by other sources, were surprisingly corroborated. Of course, I asked many 
questions. Most were unanswered. Later that evening, I met my informant’s charming wife and we all agreed 
that our subject was not only bizarre, but almost too incredible for the general public’s acceptance. Departing, 
the doctor was agreeable to further meetings. 

Communications continued, also a developing mutual trust in our exchange of information. The doctor’s 
next move was for us to enjoin privately in Dayton, following my scheduled talk. I met him briefly in the lobby of 
the Convention Center before the program commenced, and agreed to rejoin him at a certain time in my room at 
the Stouffer's Inn. However, because of the intervention of the threats, which caused a sudden shift of my room 
for my safety, he was unable to reach me. I later learned that even his note that he had pushed under the door of 
my former room went mysteriously astray. It seems the new occupant, seemingly distressed by the transfer, 
could have notified the hotel of the note and they in turn could have made an attempt to reach me in the room to 
which I had been reassigned. But the Dayton affair was full of mysteries that may go forever unexplained. 

Soon, norma! liaison with the doctor resumed. In time, as new information relative to UFO crashes reached 
me from several new sources, so did new vital data about the alien’s physiology. Emerging was a new source, a 
noted doctor, who was willing to receive and answer some of my questions. I was to know him as a specialist, 
who, in his area of expertise, had performed an autopsy onan alien being in the early 1950's. From him, in time, | 
was able to envision the body entire, and the more I learned of its internal chemistry and some of its organs, or, 
by human equation, the lack of them, I realized that our captured mortal member of the universe was beyond the 
limits of my non-professional evaluation. 

During 1979, my sole objective in UFO research has been to release newly acquired data concerning 
whatever is obtainable from creditable sources about the continuing study of the recovered alien bodies. In the 
main, it has come from medical people. It is, therefore, important in this paper to first review the general data | 
have correlated collectively from several sources in the compendium that follows: 


@ The approximate height of the alien humanoid is 34 to 444 feet tall. One source approximated 5 feet. The 
weight is approximately 40 Ibs. 


© Two round eyes without pupils. Under heavy brow ridge, eyes described variously as large, almond-shaped, 
elongated, sunken or deep set, far apart, slightly slanted, appearing “Oriental” or “Mongoloid.” 


© The head, by human standards, is large when compared with the size of the torso and limbs. “Take a look at 
a 5-month human fetus,” I was told. 


© No ear lobes or protrusive flesh extending beyond apertures on each side of head. 
© Nose is vague. Two nares are indicated with only slight protuberance. 


® Mouth is indicated as a small “slit” without lips, opening into a small cavity. Mouth appears not to function 
as a means of communications or as an orifice for food ingestion. 


© Neck described as being thin; and in some instances, not being visible because of garment on that section of 
body. 


© Most observers describe the head of the humanoids as hairless. One said that the pate showed a slight fuzz. 
Bodies are described as hairless. 
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© Small and thin fits the general description of the torso. In most instances, the body was observed wearing a 
metallic but flexible garment. 


© Arms are described, long and thin and reaching down to the knee section. 


© One type of hands has four fingers, no thumb. Two fingers appear longer than others. Some observers had 
seen fingernails; others without. A slight webbing effect between fingers was noted by three authoritative 
observers. (See Attachment 3.) Other reports indicate types with less or more than four fingers. 


© Legs short and thin. Feet of one type described as having no toes. Most observers describe feet as covered. 
One source said foot looked like an orangutan’s. 


© Skin description is NOT green. Some claim beige, tan, brown, or tannish or pinkish gray and one said it 
looked almost “bluish gray” under deep freeze lights. In two instances, the bodies were charred to a dark 
brown. The texture is described as scaly or reptilian, and as stretchable, elastic or mobile over smooth 
muscle or skeletal tissue. No striated muscle. No perspiration, no body odor.* 


® No teeth. 


© No apparent reproductive organs. Perhaps atrophied by evolutionary degeneration. No genitalia. In my 
non-professional judgement, the absence of sexual organs suggests that some of the aliens, and perhaps all, 
do not reproduce as do the Homo sapiens, or that some of the bodies studied are produced perhaps by a 
system of cloning or other unknown means. 


© To most observers the humanoids appear to be “formed out of a mold,” or sharing identical facial 
characteristics. 


® Brain and its capacity, unknown. 


® Colorless liquid prevalent in body, without red cells. No lymphocytes. Not a carrier of oxygen. No food or 
’ water intake is known. No food found aboard craft in one known retrieval, No digestive system or GI tract. 
No intestinal or alimentary canal or rectal area described. 


@ More than one humanoid type. Life span unknown. Descriptive variations of anatomy may be no more 
diverse than those known among Earth’s Homo sapiens. Other recovered alien types of human or other 
grotesque configurations are unknown to me. Origin unknown. 


After several months of negotiation with my major medical sources, hoping to get more specific 
physiological data, I received the following typewritten statement in the mail, July 2, 1979. It was from the 
doctor who had performed the autopsy in the early 1950's. 


SIZE — The specimen observed was 4 foot three and three-cighths inches in length. I can’t remember the weight. It has been so 
long and my files do not contain the weight. I recall the length well, because we had a disagreement and everyone took their turn 
at measuring. 


HEAD — The head was pear-shaped in appearance and oversized by human standards for the body. The eyes were Mongoloid 
in appearance. The ends of the eyes furthest from the nasal cavity slanted upward at about a ten degree angle. The eyes were 
recessed into the head. There seemed to be no visible eyelids, only what seemed like a fold. The nose consisted of a small fold-like 
protrusion above the nasal orifices. The mouth seemed to be a wrinkle-like fold. There were no human type lips as such — just a 
slit that opened into an oral cavity about two inches deep. A membrane along the rear of the cavity separated it from what would 
be the digestive tract. The tongue seemed to be atrophied into almost a membrane. No teeth were observed. X-rays revealed a 
maxilla and mandible as well as cranial bone structure. The outer “ear lobes” didn’t exist. The auditory orifices present were 
similar to our middle and inner ear canals. The head contained no hair follicles. The skin seemed grayish in color and seemed 


———————————— eee eee 

#In November 1979, additional word was received from the medical authority concerning the nature of alien skin. Under magnification, I was 
told, the tissue structure appears mesh-like, or, like a grid’s network of horizontal and perpendicular lines. Clarifying an earlier reference 
which describes the skin of the entity as “reptilian,” this new information suggests that the texture of the granular-skinned lizards, such as the 
iguana and chameleon, may be similar to at least one type of alien humanoid. 
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mobile when moved. rm 


The above observations are from genera! anatomical observations. I didn’t autopsy or study the head portion in any great detail 
since this was not my area of specialty. 


NOTE — Your drawing of the head should have the cheek bones removed or a smoother contour. The cyes in the nasal cavity 
area are not right. The recess and fold is continuous across the forehead, The neck seems too long but the shoulders do not slope 
as prominently. This may give you this effect. The arms are oversized in length by human standards. There was no thumb. The 
index finger in your drawing is longer than the middle finger. I don’ believe this is correct, but my memory is hazy at this point. 
The chest area contained what seemed like two atrophied mammary gland nipples. The sexual organs were atrophied. Some 
other investigators have observed female specimens. I have not had this opportunity. The legs were short and thin. The feet 
didn’ show ariy toes. The skin covered the foot in such a way that it gave the appearance of wearing a sock. However, X-ray 
examination showed normal bone structure underneath. 


COMMENT: 


The statement received from the doctor, which I had requested for this paper, is indeed a breakthrough. 
Knowing the doctor's area of medical expertise and the hospital in which he continues his specialized work, it is 
my belief that his claim to having conducted an autopsy, is true. Knowledgeable of other activity at the medical 
center, plus his comments relative to a specific study, I hasten to say that I can find no hints or obvious loose ends 
that would indicate a hoax. Moreover, some of the information he had related in the past year, not included in 
his statement, was corroborated by another source, also a doctor. Although this latter source is secondhand, the 
information shared contains an important detail about a skin characteristic. 

Noteworthy is that many questions asked of my medical person have gone unanswered. It took several 
months, for some unknown reason, to get his response to describe the alien’s foot. When it came to me through 
his colleague (prior to his written statement), he said that there were no distinct toes; instead, a “fusion of small 
bones that indicated evolutionary degeneration.” Later, when I pointed out that distinct toes had been 
mentioned in a report from another source, he checked witha colleague and got confirmation. “There are more 
than one type,” he said. Significant, too, is that still another of my sources, the Air Force Major (see Case A-4) 
told me that the one body he had seen had toes “like an orangutan.” Also relative to the foot, when I asked 
Robert Barry for information about the foot from his former C.I.A. source, I was told that he was unable to 
disclose that detail, Later, when I learned of this detail from my medical source, Barry was able to confirm it. 

Getting information about the brain, if any exists as we know it, is without results. No one seems to know. 
My medical source either doesn't know or is reluctant to comment. Other specific questions about the alien’s 
internal organs, or specific details about its circulatory or reproductive systems, etc., are also circumvented. One 
exception, however, to a question I had relative to a device allegedly worn by some of the recovered alien entities 
concerned a so-called head band. Originally, I heard of it from a former NASA source as a “translator,” used to 
communicate in all languages with people on Earth. The source, known through a technical person at Bell 
Laboratories, would not come forward for an interview. Barry's source referred to it as a “transceiver,” adding 
cryptically that it was used in the “projection of brain waves.” One sample of the band, he said, was procured in 
the 1962 crash, and has since been analyzed and developed by the Air Force in an attempt to “talk them down 
(UFOs) into landing.” Finally, on this perplexing issue, I asked my medical source if such a gadget existed. In 
time, I learned that he was aware of it, but had not seen it. He offered no details. Of course, in research it is 
known that a head band, or similar unit, worn on the chest or waist, is described during encounters with live 
entities. 

Photographs showing the deceased humanoids have been seen by my medical sources. In these, a metallic, 
one-piece suit was worn. Also, in my first paper, a statement was reviewed from Ted Phillips, a prominent 
MUFON and CUFOS researcher, specializing in the investigation of physical traces at UFO landing sites, which 
states that he was privileged to have seen a photo showing the body entire. At a meeting in New York during our 
visit to the United Nations (with Drs. Hynek, Saunders, Vallee, Poher, and Gordon Cooper and Lee Spiegel to 
present the UFO problem to Secretary General Kurt Waldheim), he told me that he was shocked when he saw 
my drawing of the alien hand. It was strikingly similar to the hand he had seen in the photograph. (See 
Attachment 3.) 

My close relationship with medical people continues at this writing. I] have submitted four different 
drawings of the entire body to my foremost medical source, based on his comments and in conformity to data 
supplied from others. Attached is my final rendition which includes the doctor's recommended changes received 
October 29, 1979. (See Attachment 1.) 
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Also attached are drawings of the head and the hand dated July 1978, which had the “close enough” 
comment from the former C.I.A. employee referred to in Case A-6. 


CASE A-8 


Alleged retrievals of crashed or disabled strange craft, whether Earth-made as secret duplications of alien 
craft, or as alien craft per se, are a part of this paper for review. I have received numerous reports of what 
appeared to be demobilized strange craft witnessed on the ground but at the head of the list is the controversial 
saucer-shaped craft that allegedly landed at the Army base in Ft. Riley, Kansas, on December 10, 1964. The 
witness, AK, as reported in Abstract #20 in my first paper, (known as “David” since his case received publicity at 
the MUFON Symposium in Dayton: His real identity is known to a few researchers) has come under criticism 
based on a few supposed holes in his story. One is his reference to a General allegedly present on the scene with 
him while he was assigned guard duty. He had assumed that the General was the Commander of the Base, 
“General Seaman,” but when the supposed officer was later interviewed by phone by researcher Todd Zechel, he 
denied his participation. Of course, AK had only assumed that the General was Seaman, and if it had been him, 
he certainly would not have admitted it. 

Following is a brief review of the incident from my first paper: 


The incident occurred on a crisp, cold night on December 10, 1964. At 2:00 a.m. AK, a PFC on guard duty 
at the Motor Pool, and three other army personnel of the Ist Division on regular guard duty, were summoned by 
the Officer of the Day, Lt. H. (name known but withheld), to join him by vehicle to a remote area on the base 
described as a training area in Camp Forsyte, which is part of the Ft. Riley complex. On departing to this area, 
he was issued an extra clip of ammunition for his M 14 rifle. 

After driving a good distance, Lt. H. parked his vehicle alongside the road. AK and the other guards were 
ordered to hike about a half mile across an open flat field. Before him, AK watched the searchlight beam from an 
overhead Huey helicopter playing down on the field. It was focused on a large round object resting on the 
ground. Already on the scene were about 10 army personnel of various ranks, including a Major General. 
Promptly, AK was asked for his ID and given a direct order by the General to patrol the grounded craft by 
circling around it and to “shoot anyone if they tried to force their way to the craft.” He was also sharply warned 
that he would have his “..... shot off” if he talked. Comments AK, “When I was in the Army, when a General tells 
you something, you obey!” 

The lone Huey chopper continously flew overhead while certain personnel on hand checked the object with 
instruments, and maintained communication by field radio with head phones. Nearby, a 5-ton truck was parked 
with lights off. On two occasions, the Huey chopper flew over parts of the field, said AK, as though looking for 
other evidence. On several occasions during his 2% hours of guard duty, AK got close to the metallic craft. “The 
air was much warmer when I got close,” he said. 

The grounded UFO, said AK, which had impacted into the soil and stood ata tilt, was approximately 35 to 
48 feet in diameter and 12 to 18 feet in height. It was perfectly round, shaped like a hamburger bun. In the middle, 
or at the equator of its smooth aluminum-like surface, was a black band made up of squares, each jutting out 
about 10 inches. AK could not determine if the squares were windows or what purpose they served. The only 
major protruding part on the UFO, said AK, was a fin-like device and beneath it an aperture which may have 
been an exhaust unit. AK said that the UFO was not lighted, and he smelled no odors. “It was dead,” he said. 
Asked about occupants aboard, he replied, “Sorry to disappoint you, but I was not aware of any life inside the 
craft, or that any bodies were taken out of it later.” 


Since the release of his story, AK has been cooperative in all of my requests for supporting data. He has sent 
me a copy of his Army discharge papers, testifying that he was in Ft. Riley at the time of the incident. He also has 
sent me the original letter, dated December 11, 1964, which he had sent to his fiance in California in which he 
makes a reference to his call to special guard duty. His letter said in part, “... Had some excitement last night...in 
the boondocks of Ft. Riley... There was some odd thing ina field that we guarded for a couple of hours, probably 
some new type of aircraft...” The envelope bears the proper return address, and a postmark dated, December 14, 
1964, Junction City, Kansas. Affixed to the envelope was an 8¢ airmail stamp of proper issue for that time. 

To get more information I encouraged AK, asa test, to seek publicity about his incident. He placed an ad in 
the Los Angeles Times, and it was promptly seized upon by other media. Using “David” as his identity he got 
calls from many radio stations throughout the U.S.A. for interviews. It brought one positive result — another 
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alleged witness. The new witness called AK by phone from another city, described his observation of a strange 
craft being removed by rig in a remote area on the Ft. Riley base, and stressed his need for anonymity for several 
understandable reasons. When | was informed of this new contact, and AK sent him a copy of my first retrieval 
paper, there was an impasse of several weeks before communications reopened. I asked for a statement. More 
waiting. On November 17, 1978, I received the following letter from the informant, signed “Ron”: 


Dear Mr. Stringfield: 


For the last two months I've promised AK that I would write to you and tell you about a possible UFO that I observed in Fort 
Riley, Kansas in 1964. 


I'd forgotten all about it until | heard Dave's broadcast (radio station call letter omitted by request). Anxious to help him I called 
and related the information to him. When I told my wife about my experience and about my call to Daveshe became very upset 
and didn't want us to get involved. I explained my situation to Mr. K and naturally he was disappointed but said he understood. 


Mr. K. kindly mailed a copy of your report, “Retrievals of the Third Kind,” which both my wife and I read. Oddly enough after 
reading the report she seemed less apprehensive about our involvement and agreed to my writing to you. 


On the morning of December 11, 1964, I was stationed in a section of Fort Riley known as Camp Funston, located at the far end 
of the complex. At approximately 7 or 8 a.m. I drove into the Main Post area of the fort to pick up the mail for our company. The 
posta} clerk told me the mail wouldn't be sorted until 10 or 11 that morning. 


To kill time I decided to drive around in the jeep and go exploring. I drove for about an hour heading towards Camp Forsyte 
until I came to a paved road that was somewhat hilly in spots. It looked interesting and 1 wanted to see where it led. About 1% 
miles up there was a barricade across the road. The sign read RESTRICTED AREA NO UNAUTHORIZED VEHICLES 
BEYOND THIS POINT. My curiosity was aroused. No guards were posted around the area so I concluded that it must have 
been an old sign and went around the barricade and proceeded up the road. When I reached the crest of the hill two M.P.'s 
greeted me with their rifles pointed directly at me. They asked for my ID and then, “What in the hell is the matter with you, cant 
you read? You're in a restricted area, leave at once!!!" 1 obeyed immediately. 


About 60 to 80 feet behind the M.P.’s I saw a gigantic flat bed truck, the kind they use to move houses. There were about 6 men 
dressed in white, like they were wearing CBRCBW germ warefare suits, which covered the entire body including the face; the 
face portion was covered with a gas mask which fit over the white hood. On the trailer or flat bed was an object which took up the 
whole load area, I couldn't tell what the object was, it was round and covered with canvas and held down with very large gauge 
chains, I guess that 1 was there no more than a minute, so I didn’t see too much. 


Well that’s about it. I hope it will help Mr. K and I'd like to wish you both luck in your search for the object that he saw. Please et 
Mr. K know that I did write to you, 


Sincerely, (Signed Ron) 


After I received the letter, I sent AK a xeroxed copy and learned promptly that his contact regretted that he 
had sent the letter and if it were published he had reason to fear for his job. AK tried to persuade his informant 
that the letter was important as a testimonial backup for his claim. He wouldn't budge. In September of 1979 I 
reached AK by phone and requested his approval to use the letter in this paper. He finally agreed on the 
condition that I omit the call letters which might pinpoint his informant’s area. 

In the Spring of 1978, I inquired about the status of the Ft. Riley incident with Barry, who asked his former 
C.LA. contact. He learned that he was aware of the incident but was not personally involved. 


COMMENT: 


Of the hundreds of letters and comments I have received from readers of my first paper, one stated in part, 
“As a former officer of psychological operations with the United States Army, Iam perhaps more than normally 
alert to discrepancies in testimonials...A case in point: In a super secret operation of the sort described, PFC’s 
are never present. Indeed, the presence of a PFC pretty much eliminates the possibility of the crash’s having been 
secretively handled...” 

Under normal circumstances, I agree that proper personne! from the base, or from another base, would 
have been dispatched to the site to cover all phases of operations, including guard duty. There are exceptions to 
the rule even in the military when emergencies arise, and personnel of any rank, such as PFC AK, are called upon 
for duty. In the case of AK, he was already on duty in the Motor Pool and was readily available. 

I recall during WW II while stationed near the village of Tanuaun in Leyte, a combat zone in the Phillipines, 
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that I was called to check a possible enemy radio unit. I remember asking for the armed support of a PFC to join 
me while I probed the suspicious area. It is understandably difficult for anyone not having been involved ina 
retrieval operation, or having seen an alien body, to be a believer. I find it difficult to the point of frustration to 
rationalize the data I have received from the most creditable sources, yet listening to AK’s story repeatedly and 
evaluating its supporting evidence, I feel that there is a preponderance of pluses in its favor. 

The relevance of the Ft. Riley incident is that if a strange, saucer-like craft had crashed or landed there, then 
is it typical of other retrieval operations; and, if life was aboard, was it human or humanoid? 


CASE A-9 


This case, with new supporting information, refers to independent sources who have witnessed the same 
secret movie at different bases, showing an alleged crashed disc in a desert region and their deceased alien bodies 
lying on tables, probably in a makeshift state at the same crash site. First, for the record, is edited copy from 
Abstract #5 which appeared in my previous paper. 

Mr. TE, who holds a technical position in today’s civilian life, was, at the age of 20, an Air Force radar 
specialist with Secret security clearance stationed in Ft. Monmouth, New Jersey. In the Spring of 1953, he anda 
small, select number of radar specialists were summoned to view a film at the base theatre. Without any briefing, 
the 16 mm movie projector was flicked on and the film began to roll on the screen. Without any titles or credits, 
that he could recall, the film showed a desert scene dominated by a silver disc-shaped object imbedded in the 
sand with a domed section at the top. At the bottom was a hatch or door that was open. 

In the next scene, TE recalls seeing 10 to 15 military personnel dressed in fatigues and without identification 
patches, standing around what appeared to be a disabled craft. By judging their height against the UFO, TE 
determined that its width was approximately 15 to 20 feet in diameter and that an open hatch or door at the 
bottom was about 2!4 feet wide and perhaps 3 feet high. At this point TE had no idea of the movie’s purpose. I 
asked about the activity of the personnel. “They were just looking at the object,” he said. 

Then the movie switched to what appeared to be the interior of the craft. A panel with a few simple levers 
was shown, and he remembers being impressed by the muted pastel colors and sudden glares of white — the 
sign of poor photography. Again there was a change of scenes. Now in view were two tables, probably taken 
inside a tent, on which, to his surprise, were dead bodies. Two were on one table; one on the other. TE said the 
bodies appeared little by human standards and most notable were the heads, all looking alike, and all being large 
compared to their body sizes. They looked Mongoloid, he thought, with small noses, mouths, and eyes that were 
shut. He didn’t recall seeing ears or hair. The skin, he said, was ashen in color. Each wore a tight-fitting suit ina 
pastel color...yellow was mentioned. 

The scene of the dead bodies was the end of the movie. When the lights came on in the theater, the officer in 
charge stood up and instructed the viewers to “think about the movie,” and added firmly, “Don’t relate its 
contents to anyone.” TE said, in good faith, he didn’t even tell his wife. To TE’s surprise, 2 weeks later he was 
approached by an Intelligence Officer on the base and was told, “Forget the movie you saw; it was a hoax.” 
Shortly after seeing the movie he heard from a couple of top security officers on the base that a UFO had crashed 
in New Mexico and had been recovered with its occupants. The date of the crash was 1952. 

Commented my informant, “The 5-minute long movie certainly was not a Walt Disney production. It was 
probably shot by an inexperienced cameraman because it was full of scratches, and had poor coloring and 
texture.” 

TE, when asked about his interest in UFOs, claimed that he was not — then ornow— but he hasalways been 
curious about the purpose of the film in relation to his work in radar. Years later, he met an old army 
acquaintance who was also a radar specialist. To TE’s surprise, he learned from this man that he, too, had seen 
the same film at another base under similar hush-hush conditions. My informant believes that the corpses and 
crashed craft shown in the movie film were bona fide, and we agreed that it would have been ridiculous for a 
professional studio to have made dummy bodies to look so real in an otherwise ill-prepared and shoddy film. 

Following my talk in Dayton, copies of my paper were xeroxed and distributed to key researchers and, in 
turn, were again amply reproduced for an endless chain of people. As a result, word has come from far afield of 
others having knowledge of the secret movie film, but one of the more cooperative and well-informed 
researchers, Mrs. Joan Jeffers of Bradford, Pennsylvania (former RN and with degrees in Social Sciences) was 
quick to come to the challenge to help. When she read the TE report she discussed it with a former high ranking 
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military officer, a friend of hers, and got acknowledgement that he, too, had seen the same film. Furthermore, 
she obliged by getting testimony from the officer for use in this paper, dated February 6, 1979, which follows: 


Dear Len...At last I am able to put this information in a letter to you. You have my permission to use it in publication of your 
work. 


Last summer while | was relating some of the reported highlights of the MUFON symposium, I mentioned the movie of the 
crashed disc and alien beings. An acquaintance of mine offered a few additional details, but it took several more weeks to get 
more information from him. 


This man isa retired Air Force Colonel, who enlisted in the early 1940's and retired about 1970. Heentered the cadet programand 
the major portion of his military career wasas a pilot, though he held several other jobs during the many years. He does not want 
his name released. Therefore, I must leave out some identifying details; but they are in my files: When stationed at a Maine AF 
radar facility (which is now strictly a Navy Air Station), this man was required to attend weekly “Commander's Call.” One week 
(probably) in 1956 the men were shown a movie “filmed by the USAF” —no further credits. The movie showed a circular, metal, 
silvery disc on the ground. The inside was well lighted, of a light color and with smooth walls. The scene shifted to show at least 
three bodies lying on tables. The beings were short, all looked alike and did not have any ears (external) or hair, All appeared to 
be dead. When I asked the color of their skin the reply was, “ashen or gray.” I asked the number of digits on their hands and he 
held up four fingers with his thumb tucked out of sight. I asked if they did not havea thumb and his reply was affirmative. Next I 
questioned him about the clothing and he said it was “pale green and yellow.” I asked several other general questions, but he 
refused to answer, or said he did not recall. I asked if the men were told anything about the movie before, during or after the 
showing. He said they were not. I asked the reaction of the men who had viewed the movie with him. He said, “We probably 
laughed about it and left.” He does not recall ever discussing it with any of the others. All material presented at these meetings 
was considered military business and not to be discussed. Some weeks later | again asked him why they had shown that 
a i i a a ae aa and that was all I could get out of 


Tus snaser eit satan Soest sah Siecle a Saba NN He has held 
responsible positions in local business, and is generally of good character. He is retired as disabled. Though he does not believe 
the government would arrest or fine him, he will not reveal anything more, though I do know from past conversations that he has 
a great deal of information about AF investigations of UFOs. 


I have supplied you with the name and possible present location of the man who was commander of this base... Joan Jeffers 
(signed)” 


COMMENT: 


With only the slightest variances, both the Colonel’s and TE’s reports, describing the film, agree. Showing 
of the film may have been to limited personnel on a “need to know” basis, but it seems that it appeared at a 
number of military bases. Note, too, that the Air Force Major (Case A-4) recalls having witnessed part of the 
film at an undisclosed base. Other former military personnel who may have seen the film have been named by 
Mrs. Jeffers, from her source for followup. One, a Lt. Colonel, was reached by researcher Stan Friedman, but he 
did not recall having seen the movie. However, he said, “If your source would get in touch with me he might 
refresh my memory.” I called the other officer in May of 1979, who, following his military career, still works at 
Wright-Patterson AFB. Evasively, he responded, “If I saw it, I can’t remember it.” 

I cannot believe that the movie used make-believe candavers and was a trick on a select group of personnel 
holding the highest degree of security clearance. Once again, the faces of the three humanoids in the movie were 
described as identical, a characteristic noted by the Air Police Sergeant in Case A-2, and the former C.I.A. 
official in Case A-6. 

Of note, the C.I.A.-sponsored Robertson Panel met in January 1953, dictating that all military UFO 
reports be suppressed. UFO retrieval operations, and of course movies of such, got rigorous treatment, which it 
is reasonable to assume, still seal the lips of informants to this day. 


CASE A-10 


In light of new information surfacing about an alleged crash and retrieval of an alien craft near Roswell, 
New Mexico, in 1947, the following case, published in Abstract #18 of my previous paper, is certainly not in itself 
unusual, but it merits review as it may provide useful testimony for researchers. 

On April 7, 1978, Steve Tom, NBC radio newsman, Chicago, and I were linked up by phone for an interview 
with a former Air Force Intelligence Officer, Major Jesse Marcel, residing in Houma, Louisiana. Major Marcel, 
I learned, shared some common ground with me. He had also served in the 5th Air Force in the Pacific Theater 
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during World War II, and had been in several combat areas such as Leyte, Philippine Islands, where I had been 
assigned. The purpose of our call was to obtain, firsthand, the Major's confirmation of his role in the retrieval 
of an alleged crashed UFO northwest of Roswell, New Mexico, in the summer of 1947. 

The debris of an apparent metallic aerial device, or craft, that had exploded in the air, or crashed, was first 
made known by a sheep rancher who found fragments of met and other material on his 8,000 acre property. 
When he informed the Air Force base in Roswell of his discovery, Major Marcel and aides were dispatched to 
the area for investigation. There, he found many metal fragments and what appeared to be “parchment” strewn 
in a I-mile-square area. “The metal fragments,” said the Major, “varied in size up to 6 inches in length, but were 
of the thickness of tinfoil: The fragments were unusual,” he continued, “because they were of great strength. 
They could not be bent or broken, no matter what pressure we applied by hand.” 

The area was thoroughly checked, he said, but no fresh impact depressions were found in the sand. The area 
was not radioactive. The fragments, he added, were transported by a military carry-all to the Air Base in Roswell 
and from that point he was instructed by General Roger A. Ramey, Chief of the Air Defense Command, to 
deliver the “hardware” to Ft. Worth, to be forwarded to Wright-Patterson Field for analysis. When the press 
learned of this retrieval operation, and wanted a story, Major Marcel stated, “To get them off my back, I told 
them we were recovering a downed weather balloon.” 

Since the Major’s story got publicity, it has been said by some researchers that the retrieved fragments were 
possibly a part of the Skyhook balloon, at that time classified as Secret. On October 5, 1979, I called him and got 
this comment: 


The material I gathered did not resemble anything off a balloon. A balloon, of any kind, could not have exploded and spread its 
debris over such a broad area....1 was told later that a military team from my base was sent to rake the entire area. 


COMMENT: 


If there were entities aboard, they could have been destroyed in what appeared to be a violent aerial 
explosion. 

Since the successful release of their book, The Philadelphia Experiment, in 1979, which uncovers new data 
about another legendary mystery concerning a warship being invisibly teleported during a Navy experiment in 
1943, the authors, Charles Berlitz and William Moore, are ready for another expose far removed from sea lore. 
The theme concerns an alleged crash of a UFO in 1947 near Roswell, New Mexico. Thus, there may be a tie-in 
with the account offered by Major Jesse Marcel. 

Bill Moore, persuasive and methodical in his probing skills, told me during a private meeting in Cincinnati 
in July 1979, that he had uncovered some good firsthand data about the 1947 crash. In trust, he related some of 
his material and if his informants are as reliable as he alleges, then the Air Force long ago had evidence to back 
up and make policy about the incursive UFO. 
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PART II: NEW SUPPORT DATA 


I, or any of my research contemporaries, may never live to see the day when all the facts are bared to cithe: 
verify or completely quash the story of UFO crashes, retrievals, and of the little nondescript bipeds that are kepi 
under official wraps in cryogenic catacombs. The whole truth is beyond my meager range of inquiry. The data | 
present here are hardly sufficient to change the hard crust of our scientific community. And, ifeverything I know 
is true, then perhaps it is also true that other information unknown to me would “blow the mind,” as the forme1 
C.I.A. employee once commented on tape. If, then, the real facts are so unsettling, is it socially wise to hide the 
truth until the day may come when disaster strikes or a docile segment of our humanity is converted to fear o1 
worship a fetish that doesn't even exist? 

In the meantime until the official facts can be bared, or if what I have revealed, short of documentation, car 
be believed, then UFOlogy must continue to live with the UFO Crash/ Retrieval Syndrome until its frustration: 
can be relieved by seeing a humanoid, like King Tut, on exhibition. But my story is not yet finished. It is not al 
dominated by anonymous firsthand informants, whose reports of a UFO crash/ retrieval may be diagnosed a: 
syndromic of a sick mind. There are others of a growing legion of creditable people, in and out of research, whc 
have provided valuable data. Consider the following: 


ITEM B-I (REVISED) 


Clark McClelland, formerly Director of NICAP, Florida Unit-3, during the period he worked at th 
Kennedy Space Center as a member of the Apollo Program, informed me on October 5, 1979 of an alleged UFC 
crash/ retrieval incident occurring near Kecksburg, Pennsylvania, December 9, 1965. McClelland has since 
correlated old and newly acquired data, relative to the incident, which is contained in the following report fo 


this paper: 


Just before sunset on the evening of December 9, 1965, a fiery object causing a brilliant glow was observed by thousands of 
frightened and mystified residents of Michigan, Indiana, Ohio, West Virginia, Pennsylvania, New York and Ontario, Canada. A 
loud acrial explosion occurred causing several shock waves that were experienced by private and commercial aircraft pilots 
flying over Michigan and Lake St. Clair, east of Detroit. During the explosion, pilots and people on the ground observed 
something detach from the glowing form and fall to earth near Lapeer, Michigan. Other parts of the object eventually came to 
earth near Elyria, Ohio; Midland, Pennsylvania, and finally the remainder fell into a rural wooded area near Kecksburg, in 
southwestern Pennsylvania. 


Retracing the flight of this unidentified flying object reveals some startling facts. Looking at a map of the overflight one can trace 
the object's path in a straight line from its initial observation above Lapeer, Michigan, and as it continued over Lake St. Clair, to 
Elyria, Ohio, in a southeasterly trajectory. As the UFO flew over Elyria, it made an apparent course change of twenty-five 
degrees which appeared to be a controlled adjustment. This would obviously kill the usual explanation that it was a meteor ora 
bolide. This conclusion was later advanced by Dr. Paul Annear, professor of Astronomy at Baldwin-Wallace University, and 
immediately drew agreement from some Pentagon sources even though the witnessed fall of physical material from the object to 


Calculations show that the UFO was most probably between 40 and 60 miles altitude when first observed over Michigan. 
Assuming the object was 60 miles high, it could have easily been observed from Indiana to Ontario. 


Amassing all the distances where witnesses claimed to have observed the glowing mass we find that it was puttering along at 
about [7 miles a minute or, 1,062.5 miles an hour. This is considerably slower than the astronomically recorded minimum speed 
of 27,000 miles per hour or the maximum, 144,000 miles per hour that meteors have been measured to be travelling during their 
plunges to earth. So the college professor and the Pentagon called this mysterious object a meteor or bolide, Hah! Ask yourself 
— who is kidding who? 


Another possibility exists to explain the mystery object. An inquiry was recently made through the records maintained by the 
United States Air Force Space Defense Center which is the headquarters of the North American Air Defence Command 
(NORAD) in Colorado. On January 11, 1980, Mr. Del Kinchey, the Base Public Information Officer assisted in searching the 
satellite and space debris re-entry archives for recorded tracking data on the date of the Kecksburg impact. He discovered that on 
November 23, 1965, the Soviet Union launched one of their spy satellite series designated Cosmos 96. What is interesting about 
this is that it either aborted or was recalled to re-enter into the earth's atmosphere sixteen days later on the day of the Kecksburg 
incident — December 9, 1965. Further inquiry concerning the re-entry data where the Air Force expected the device to impact 
will be forthcoming in a future edition of this publication. 
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Even if this does prove to be an explanation for the Kecksburg object, it is common knowledge by those experienced in acrospace 
science and rocket development that no spacecraft or nose cone in 1965 had the capability of a twenty-five degree adjustment in 
flight direction during earth re-entry. 


Within an hour following the impact of the object at Kecksburg, a large contingent of military specialists arrived at the scene 
almost as swifly as the Pennsylvania State Police and local volunteer fire groups. They quickly cordoned off the area and ordered 
all on-lookers to leave. One armed forces spokesman was reported to have said, “We don't know what we have but there is an 
unidentified flying object in the woods.” 


On January 11, 1980, James Mayes, former Assistant Fire Chief and Melvin Reese, former fireman for the Kecksburg Volunteer 
Fire unit at the time of the impact were interviewed. They had both accompanied an unidentified Pennsylvania State Policeman 
to within 75 yards of the wooded hollow where the crash occurred. Both men report seeing an object flashing. They could not 
determine the exact shape of the object. Both men agree that there was no fire associated with the impact. James Mayes also 
recalls that the military unit did set up a command post at the Kecksburg Volunteer Fire Hall. He said that information 
concerning the affair was relayed to an Air Force Base west of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, possibly Wright-Patterson in Dayton, 
Ohio. Mr. Mayes was not positive, so this disclosure is uncertain. 


Mr. Mayes also said he had heard that a large military truck was cleared to enter the restricted area and that hours later the truck 
reappeared with a large object under a tarpaulin. Other residents of the area recall hearing of the truck hauling something during 
the night. 


The truck rumor was unsubstantiated until Robert Bitner, the Fire Chief in 1965, offered the following information. Mr. Bitner 
was working at the time of the fall and arrived later than other volunteers who were assisting the State Police and military unit. 
Later, during the night, Bitner was present near the impact site when a large 10 ton military truck appeared coming from the 
wooded area. It had a tarpaulin spread over a large object that appeared to be 6 feet high, 7 feet wide and 17 feet long. Mr. Bitner 
was approximately 25 feet from the truck and the military had personnel standing guard around the entire vehicle. Eventually 
the truck, under escort, left for an undisclosed destination. Was that place Wright-Patterson Air Force Base or someplace else? 
No one knows. 


The Kecksburg incident was not caused by a meteor or anything astronomical. Of this we can be sure. Perhaps further study of 
re-entry data will determine an association with the Cosmos-96 that returned to Earth on December 9, 1965. This remains to be 
proven. Was it a craft alien to Earth? Information gained so far may eventually favor this theory. What is certain is that 
something important was apparently retrieved by the military and as yet, the object and its origin remains a mystery.* 
Clark McClelland 
January 17, 1980 


ITEM B-2 


Randall Clement serves as Dispatcher in a Communications Center for a law enforcement agency in 
Northern California. He told me on September 11, 1979, that a possible UFO crash, or landing, had occurred on 
the previous evening at approximately 7 p.m. in the general area of Modesto, California. He was on duty at the 
time when two officers of his unit observed a green, luminous object flying at low-level over Shasta County 
descending gradually in a southerly course. While linked by phone with the National Alert Warning System, 
Clement heard that the UFO was confirmed by radar at Vandenberg AFB and that jets were scrambled from an 
air base. The UFO was described by observers as wobbling in its flight like a pendulum. This he referred to as the 
“falling leaf syndrome,” a behavior that is speculated to be associated with a malfunctioning UFO. From other 
sources, too, I have learned that the wobbling effect, possibly indicating a troubled UFO, is also discernible by 
certain effects appearing on radar. 


ITEM B-3 


Randall Clement first contacted me by letter in January 1978 to relate a meeting with a friend several years 
ago who had served in the Air Force asa technician, which brought him to the underground facility in Colorado 
Springs, Colorado. There, for reasons unexplained, he claims to have seen a dismembered and charred body of 


On November 16, 1979, I was interviewed on the John Signa Show, Radio Station KDKA Pittsburgh. Other guests were Clark McClelland, 
Betty Hill, and Travis Walton. During the 3-hour session, the Kecksburg retrieval incident was aired. To our surprise, we received four calls 
from people who allegedly were at the site following the crash. Some claim they saw the flatbed truck under tarp leave the area. Another later 
saw the hole caused by impact. Three witnessed the military security team who sealed off the area, and one, who got too close, was ordered to 
leave. Although one military spokesman said the retrieved object was a “meteorite,” McClelland emphasized that he was aware of the UFO's 
flight pattern prior to the crash which ruled out that explanation. 


an alien humanoid. Efforts are being made to elicit more details. 


ITEM B-4 


Bette Shilling, working on a college UFO project, first heard of my “Retrieval” paper when I was 
interviewed on a Los Angeles radio station in the Fall of 1978. She wrote to me and I responded by phone when I 
learned that her friend, an Air Force officer, had told her that he knew of a crashed alien craft occurring in the 
Spring of 1975. At that time, she said, he was Communications Officer at a “station” in Detroit, and was 
responsible for transmission of a coded message to the Commanding Officer at another base in Ohio (Wright- 
Patterson?) about a crash in a rural area near the Ohio border in Michigan. Two dead bodies, and one still alive, 
were retrieved. Name withheld by request. 


ITEM B-5 


William D. Leet of Texarkana, Arkansas, long-time repected researcher, former Major, Air Force Pilot, 
WwW II and Korea, and co-author of, To Rule The Sky, knowing of my UFO crash/ retrieval research, reached 
me by letter in December 1978 to relate that he had a lead from Mr. Lynn Ward, which concerned a relative who 
had seen a captured flying saucer in a Navy hangar in 1950. The witness was Durward “Buddy” Haak, CPO 
Radar Observer, while stationed at a Naval Air Station in Sunnyvale, California. In 1952, Buddy Haak was on 
an ill-fated flight out of San Diego. His aircraft disappeared; no trace of it ever found. 

Buddy Haak, according to testimony received from members of his family, had accidentally entered a door 
of a large hangar, temporarily unguarded, and saw a huge, round saucer-shaped craft with a row of windows. A 
guard shut the door in his face and ordered him to forget what he had seen, or else. By June 1979, through the 
efforts of Bill ! eet, I had received written statements from two members of the family who recalled the story, and 
managed to get the phone number of Durward Haak’s mother. On June 25, 1979, I called Mrs. Haak, who, 
requesting that her full name and address be withheld, recalled her son’s concern about seeing the flying saucer. 
“It was certainly no aircraft of ours,” she remembers him saying. Although other members of the family connect 
Buddy’s strange disappearance with his knowledge of the UFO, Mrs. Haak did not. 


ITEM B-6 


Richard Hall, Editor of the MUFON UFO Journal ina letter dated March 23, 1979, wrote “...Don Berliner 
(aviation writer) just returned from visiting an aviation historian friend in Illinois, Truman Weaver. While there, 
Weaver showed him a copy of a letter dated March 1978 from a good friend of Weaver's in the aviation 
business...who worked as a technician at Wright-Patterson, retiring in 1954. This gentleman said that he worked 
“across the alley” from where they kept the bodies, and that in 1953 they had 13 of them in a room on the third 
floor. A strong odor used to waft across the way, and upon inquiring they were told it was embalming fluid. The 
bodies he said, are now stored at a small Air Force Base (Langley) at Hampton Roads, Virginia...” 

On April 3, 1979, Icalled Truman Weaver, a former Air Force Major, who, himself had an UFO experience 
while flying in Korea in 1952. He and crew saw a daylight disc, 12 feet in diameter under intelligent control, off 
his wingtip. Without hesitation, Weaver gave me the phone number of his friend, Robert Thompson, whom he 
knew through mutual aviation interests. On the same day I phoned Thompson. He confirmed the data Berliner 
had related to Hall about his work at Wright-Patterson. He added...“Suddenly, the building nearby became very 
busy, trucks drove up and right into the building. This was before airconditioning was installed and with 
windows open I could smell the strong odor of formaldehyde. It was sickening.” 

Thompson said he never saw a flying saucer ora little body personally, but he did claim to see what he called 
an “interim report.” His boss, named McAdams, showed it to him and fellow workers, which he said confirmed 
the rumors that alien craft and bodies were on the base. The next day he said the paper was snatched from 
McAdams and officials denied it even existed. Thompson couldn't remember if the report was on official 
stationary or marked Secret, or if it was mimeographed. Curious, I called Weaver about such a document. He 
was not aware of such a report for general circulation unless it was a document that leaked out without 
authorization. On April 5, Thompson sent me a note which stated briefly: “The building number was 18F, 3rd 
floor. The 13 bodies and 2 saucers are at a small air base at Hampton Roads, Virginia, if they have not been 
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moved again, 
Thompson said he heard about the transfer to Hampton Roads from a source now in Canada and 
unreachable, 


ITEM B-7 


On June 25, 1978, James Minton, his wife and I, breakfasted together in a motel in Carlyle, Illinois, on the 
day Betty Hill, Charles Hickson, and I each addressed the UFO Study Group of Greater St. Louis, hosted by 
Mrs. Rosetta Holmes, at the Fish Hatchery grounds. Jim and I, over several coffees, discussed our respective 
interests in the UFO and have since that day “kept in touch” as I continued to develop new material about the 
UFO crash/ retrieval syndrome. In September of 1979, Jim called to relate that he had talked with a former Air 
Force friend, William Draeger of Austin, Texas, who had uncovered some information about a 1950 crash 
incident occurring in Mexico. 

I knew the incident well, and that it had been disputed by some researchers, however, I had not pursued the 
case beyond having referred to the alleged crash in my previous paper. At that time, I had used information 
related by Todd Zechel to the Midnight Globe. Since, further research into the case by Zechel and others has 
revealed that not only the year of the incident was wrong, having changed from 1948 to 1950, but also the crash 
site has changed. 

Whatever the status of the case, I was eager to learn anything new, so Minton made arrangements for me to 
call Draeger the same day. One call led to another as Draeger had hoped to gather information from still another 
backup source. Like his friend Minton, he was willing and able to probe — and is resourceful. And being also 
honest, Draeger said he was unable to get his other source to talk, but agreed to submit a statement for this paper 
relative to his investigation in Mexico (names withheld). His letter, dated October 11, 1979, follows: 


Todd Zechel called me in Austin, Texas, on Sunday, August 13, 1979. He was acting as consultant to a Japanese television crew 
from Nippon Television Network taping a UFO documentary. They were in Del Rio, Texas, researching the alleged UFO crash 
which occurred in 1950 (and has at times been erroneously reported as having occurred near Laredo, Texas). On Monday 
August 14 I was employed as interpreter for the Japanese crew due to the fact that | was raised in Del Rio and speak Spanish 
fluently. The retired Colonel who witnessed the UFO in the air and later on the ground was also in Del Rio with Todd and 
reported that the soldiers surrounding the crashed craft were Mexican troops. I contacted the Mexican Army General who had 
command of that specific area of the border and initially talked with him by telephone. | identified myself and my position and 
related that in 1950 a UFO was reported to have crashed 30 miles northwest of Del Rio, that we had along a pilot who had seen it 
in the air and later on the ground being guarded by Mexican troops until American Air Force units arrived to fetrieve the craft 
and a body that was found aboard. Without pause, the General answered in Spanish, “Yes, I know about that. I dont have any 
papers or documents to prove it, but due to my position I know about that.” 

When I asked if he would consent to an interview he paused and said he would be busy for 30 minutes but afterwards would be 
free for an interview at his home. When the 7-man crew, the retired colonel, and myself arrived and we talked with him, he totally 
denied any knowledge of the incident and on camera he denied and evaded any questions dealing with the incident and UFOs. 
The General is a military celebrity and began his career as a young Lieutenant serving under Pancho Villa during the Mexican 
Revolution. He was acquainted with several movie stars, like John Wayne, and became friends with General George Patton 
when he was stationed at Fort Clark, 35 miles from the border. They played polo together. I believe the General is beyond 
reproach and that he “slipped” on the telephone but maintained strict security for the interview. 


1, William H. Draeger, do hereby swear to God that the above statement is the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth.” 
(signed) William H. Draeger 


ITEM B-8 


The case of the mysterious flying object crashing into the mountains bordering Argentina and Bolivia, May 
8, 1978, is well known by research. Was it a meteorite, part of a satellite or spacecraft? Rumors say nothing was 
ever found after extensive search on the precipitous slopes by Bolivian and Argentine military teams and by 
NASA. 

In June 1979, I received a stack of clippings from Argentine newspapers with stories that claim otherwise. 
The sender, Nicholas M. Ojeda of Rosario, Argentina, stated in his letter, “...As you know, our country is one of 
the most visited areas in the world by OVNIs as we call them in Latin America. Last year, May 8, we had a very 
significant case in the Salta Province in the north of the country. A long object crashed into the mountains. 
Although some people think it was a meteor or part of a satellite, the case is not closed yet. There is a report ofa 
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group of investigators who vanished mysteriously in the area. I really think something big happened in Salta. 
NASA investigated, but there was not news of it. I have to tell you that.in LaPaz, Bolivia, a huge USAF Hercules 
C-130 carried “something” from the area where the UFO crashed. What was it?” 

When this question and the news of the cargo plane being there was put to Bob Barry's former C.I.A. 
contact, he confirmed the flight and admitted, “I was aboard that plane.” He offered no answer to, “what was 
aboard?” 


ITEM B-9 


Lee M. Graham, researcher, and by occupation, an infrared research technician for Aerojet Electro 
Systems Co., in California, made considerable effort in 1979 to reach a medical doctor (name withheld) through 
a friend, a school teacher, who had discussed with him privately. some aspects of the research that had been 
conducted on a recovered live alien body some years before. The doctor, said Graham, knew a colleague who 
still had the records of his work. Graham and friend, together, finally reached the doctor for an interview, 
hoping to be given clearance to call the out-of-town colleague. The reply: The colleague had passed away — and 
so had his medical secretary who knew about the secret records. 

It was not all in vain. The doctor, who did talk briefly, recalled certain factors disclosed about the 
circulatory system. The skin was pliable, or stretchable, over smooth muscles; that there was no perspiration or 
loss of liquid through the skin and no body odor. This information tallied with characteristics made known by 
my other medical source in Case A-7. 


ITEM B-10 


The Honorable Barry Goldwater, a long-time Senator from Arizona, once Presidential candidate and a 
forthright spokesman on military and political affairs, is respected for his candor for speaking on the UFO, but, 
alas, what he relates is limited. Response to inquiries contain the same general information; however, couched in 
each there is a variation in the text, perhaps significant. 

Goldwater’s letter to me, dated December 3, 1974, follows: 


...Let's get this whole UFO thing straight as far as my relationship to it is concerned. Many years ago, more than I can remember 
someone asked me if I believed in UFOs. I said that I neither believed in them nor disbelieved in them because | felt that with the 
billions of planets in our universe there had to bea least another on which lived creatures that could accomplish things with their 
brains or whatever they used as brains. I have never seen a UFO, I've never had a personal friend that's seen them, although I've 
read accounts of reputable pilots who have seen what they described as UFOs. That was about the extent of my statement on 
UFOs, but since then — and that was a long time ago — I made aneffort to get in the room at Wright-Patterson Field where the 
information was stored and I was denied this request, understandably. Frankly, I'm no expert on this subject, I've never made 
lengthy statements on it. What I've told you just about sums it up.... 


In a letter received by a researcher (S.A.), dated March 28, 1975, Goldwater states: 


... The subject of UFOs is one that has interested me for some long time. About ten or twelve years ago I made an effort to find out 
what was in the building at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base where the information is stored that has been collected by the Air 
Force, and I was understandably denied this request. It is still classified above Top Secret. | have, however, heard that there isa 
plan underway to release some, if not all, of this materia! in the near future. I'm just as anxious to see this material as you are, and 
I hope we will not have to wait too much longer.... 


Then, in a letter dated April 11, 1979, Lee Graham (referred to in Item B-9) who-had questioned Senator 
Goldwater about my letter in Situation Red, received the following response: 


...It is true that I was denied access to a facility at Wright-Patterson. Because I never got in, J can’t tell you what was inside. We 
both know about the rumors. Apart from that, let me make my position clear. I do not believe that we are the only planet, and of 
some two billion that exist, that has life on it. I have never seen what I would call a UFO, but I have intelligent friends who have, 
so I can sort of argue either way.... ; 


The emphasis in each letter is mine. In essence, Goldwater is saying that he was denied access to the facility 
where Top Secret information was stored which he believed concerned the alien craft and bodies. Recall in Case 
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A-3 that my informant, who was stationed at Wright-Patterson during the Goldwater visit, states that the 
incident caused quite a fiasco among ranking personnel. 


ITEM B-11 


The following letter, quoted in part, dated June 22, 1978, was received from a source in Florida, who prefers 
that his name and location be withheld: 


...this letter is in reference to your book, Situation Red...To the point, what really grabbed me was the letter published on page 
252, which was a reply from the Air Force to Senator Goldwater...It is an outright lie. 


In 1951 1 became a very good friend with a Major in the Air Force, now deceased. I decline to mention his name on paper, but he 
was an influential person, known throughout the world. I worked for him part time, and while I was in his house one day, he 
casually tossed a book to me to read. Even though this was over 25 years ago I still remember distinctly the words on the cover, 
“Classified.” I read the book and thought that it was science fiction....1 don't remember much of what I read, but one picture I'll 
never forget. The photo showed three or four Air Force personne! holding saucer objects by their rims. The objects were about 3 
or 4 feet in diameter and were identified as UFOs. Printed on the bottom right hand corner was “Official U.S. Air Force photo.” 


These were remote controlled UFOs that had been captured by the Air Force, that much of the book I do remember...and, they 
do have humanoids and UFO craft in their possession.... 


COMMENT: 


I phoned the source and got identification of the Major who was a well known figure. I also got other details 
relative to the document he was privileged to have read. : 


ITEM B-12 


In the long history of the UFO, chroniclers and story tellers representing all levels and from all doubtful 
depths have surfaced to espouse a theory or an experience. They range from the professional and the 
authoritative, who have measurably contributed a lasting message, to the opportunist and the charlatan who 
have done everlasting harm. One, a professional writer, and one of the earliest to release a rhetorical bombshell, 
was Frank Scully. His only UFO book, Behind the Flying Saucers, (published 1950) was the first to deal with 
the UFO crash/retrieval syndrome. But his glory as author was shortlived; his sensational expose became a 
sensational hoax. Indeed, the fate of Scully was to change the course of research for almost three decades. As a 
result of Scully's scandalous smear, which got maximum publicity when the saucer craze was peaking in the 
early 1950's, it became unfashionable for any respected researcher to write or talk about a crashed UFO or their 
“little green men.” Contrary to today, as records will attest, even Encounters of the Third Kind were scantily 
reported in that early era. So completely was Scully's story put down that some researchers today wonder, in 
retrospect, if the book and/or its exposure was contrived. Little new information about Scully since his death 
surfaces for today’s evaluation. Any item concerning his life may provide a clue. I have uncovered two letters 
written by Frank Scully in 1954 that deserve review. They came froma collection of saucer memorabilia, bound 
in hard cover, discovered by an Australian while browsing in a bookstore in Florida. While writing my book he 
obligingly sent me the material for my research. 

Scully's letter on masthead, Desert Springs Chamber of Commerce, dated April 12, 1954, follows: 


Dear Rev.— Thank you for your letter of April 4 which I had better answer immediately or it will never be answered, I'm so in 
arrears. I just returned from a convention held in Giant Rock where 5000 persons held a Saucerian convention. It is 35 miles 
from anywhere, in the Mojave Desert. All shades of opinion were represented. 


But to get to your letter. My chief witnesses as you describe them have not repudiated one sentence of Behind the Flying Saucers. 
Dr. Gee was a composite of 8 different scientists. whose stories were tape recorded and then synthesized by me where they were 
in substantial agreement, As for others who have similar stories, there are a whole slew of them. Mine dealt with three saucers 
and dead crews. George Van Tassel, a former Lockheed test pilot, has out a book, I Rode A Flying Saucer, George Adamski tells 
& personal experience in Flying Saucers Have Landed, Another man has one out called Aboard A Flying Saucer. He claims he 
was aboard 1! times. Another, Williamson, has one out The Saucers Speak. There are altogether about 10 books. Many go 
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beyond mine, but their authors afe not writers as such. I am. That's my only professign. I claim to have seen nothing. I simply 
reported what others claimed they saw. 


Right now I am gathering material for, This Side of Saucers, It should prove more sensational than Behind The Flying Saucers. 1 
do not know when I will get it finished. Next Spring, probably....Faithfully (signed) Frank Scully. 


Letter on VARIETY masthead, dated June 10, 1954, follows: 


Dear Rev.— Thank you for your letter of May 21. I've not seen any response to that resolution to turn the saucer inquiry over to 
civilians, have you? At the Giant Rock Convention 5000 people endorsed this view and you might try your Congressman, or 
your Senator, this being an election year, to try his hand at pushing it through. 


As to the Hunrath-Wilkinson disappearance, I'm afraid ie wes a planned miicide on Hunrath’s part. They had gas enough for 
only three hours and could hardly get over these high mountains with that. If they lost their bearings and got over the Pacific they 
might easily be drowned without a trace. 


I'm in the position of a pathologist having reported on grounded saucers and dead crews, and listening now to personal histories 
of those who have talked with live crews and even flown in their saucers. My personal history continues to be much more prosaic. 
I've been very ill for several months and have been doing much research and little writing, but I hope to get on to the latter this 
summer in the desert. With renewed thanks for your interest, I remain...Faithfully (signed) Frank Scully. 


ITEM B-13 


In my first UFO crash/ retrieval paper I made brief reference to an alleged incident occurring in the Spring 
of 1977 in southwestern Ohio which involved an encounter between a landed or disabled alien craft and its crew 
and a U.S. military detachment dispatched to the site. Since it made news and drew inquiry, the town nearest the 
site has been identified as Lumberton, on Highway 68, southwest of Xenia, Ohio. The incident is one of violence, 
ending in a western-style shoot-out. Word was that it resulted in 11 American casualties and an unknown 
number of aliens. To add fuel to this story, which emanated from a research group in Pennsylvania, I learned 
from another source in Cincinnati that a person working in an “off limits” area at Wright-Patterson claims to 
have seen “bodies on litters” arriving at the base during the same time frame. 

Researchers involved in the investigation of this sensitive incident prefer anonymity. It all began when a 
respected researcher in Pittsburgh overheard the story during a luncheon from an engineer who worked for the 
city’s school system. He, in turn, knew of another person who was supposed to have been involved somehow in 
the macabre experience. But the key person, despite repeated attempts, could never be reached. Bob Pratt, a 
highly respected reporter for the National Enquirer, also tried to pursue the case and hunt down the key source. 
He, too, talked with the secondhand source but he would not reveal the identity of the principal source. 

In October 1977, I also tried to get a new lead by calling many law enforcement agencies covering three 
counties. I got nowhere. It is understandable, if this case is true, that it would be kept under the tightest security. 


ITEM B-14 


February 12, 1979, was a day like all days in my quest for a new material relative to the UFO crash/ retrieval 
syndrome. I had called David Mannweiller, columnist for the Indianapolis News who featured a story about an 
anonymous source with information about the recovery of an alien body from a saucer crash in 1948. He 
promised he would try and arrange an interview but his source dried up. 

I also got a call from a New York reporter for The Village Voice who desired an interview with me for an 
article concerning my UFO crash/ retrieval material. This also vaporized. And, there were other calls, but the 
real eye opener came about midnight from Larry Moyers, State Director of Ohio for MUFON, in Akron. 
Moyers pardoned his late call, and as I tried to recover froma half sleep, he jolted me with news so extraordinary 
that I wasn't sure if I were in a dream. Moyers had just an hour earlier received a call froma person named Ron 
Johnson who made the claim that he had recovered a small humanoid body appearing to be injured but still 
alive, from a roadside while driving through the Pocono Mountains of Pennsylvania. Confused as what to do 
next, he put the creature into his car and drove on. About 3 hours later, when he stopped to check the body, he 
found it motionless and presumed that it was dead. 

Johnson described the creature as humanoid, about 3 feet tall, without nose and only one ear. The other ear 
appeared to have been sheared off. The biped covered with a downy fuzz, had only three fingers with webbing in 
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between, and the feet were “neither left nor right, not in the sense that humans are.” A metallic cloth covered the 
entire body. Johnson's main concern, said Moyers, was his fear of legal consequences for allowing the entity to 
die while in his possession without notifying the police. In desperation he drove on to his home in Akron, and 
placed the cadaver into a deep freezer. Johnson explained that he had remembered hearing of a local UFO 
research group and finally got Moyers telephone number and called him for advice. Because of the lateness of 
the hour, and fatigue, he agreed to see Moyers early the next morning and gave him his address, and his phone 
number. Moyers, concerned, called me. 

My advice, in the play against time, was for Larry and a trusted friend go to Johnson's at the carliest next 
day. Take a camera, I suggested, to photograph a variety of shots of Johnson and his cadaver as proof, then call] 
an attorney and a medical doctor for their expertise. In the meantime, I told Moyers, I would head for Akron 
and be on hand to advise the authorities, key researchers, and the media. But, Larry and I both smelled a hoax. 

Early the next morning, Moyers joined by Mike Candusso got to Johnson’s house as planned. While 
parking to check the house number, they saw two women leaving the house. When asked if they knew Ron 
Johnson, both said they never heard of him. then Moyers checked the neighbors. No one knew of Johnson. 
Moyers then phoned the number given him by Johnson. To his dismay, the phone had been disconnected. When 
Moyers called me to explain his dilemma, I, too, called the “Johnson” number. Said the Operator: “The number 
you have dialed has been disconnected temporarily at the customer's request.” 

Hoax? Probably. Who is the real Ron Johnson? Was his game a ploy to test Moyers with an ulterior 
motive? And, why was the phone number he gave Moyers disconnected and on whose request? Hoaxes, 
although rare, and other inexplicable acts are not new to me and others investigating mysteries of the syndrome. 
Another case in point, and so typical of following a new lead, involved a dentist in Bloomington, Indiana, to 
whom I was referred as having UFO crash/ retrieval information. When I called the dentist he recalled that his 
brother, a retired Navy Captain in Washington, D.C., had discussed with him several years before his part in the 
transportation of a crashed alien craft. Seeming eager to help, he gave me his brother’s phone number. But when 
I called the retired Navy Captain, he said he didn't remember ever talking about such an affair with his brother. 

There are many other leads bearing promise of information to come by mail, a return phone call, or a visit. 
Weeks, months, a year may pass. So often the response is nothing; a silence rooted in fears of reprisal or ridicule, 
or, a desire for privacy — or, all three combined. This is understandably human. Indeed, I feel privileged to 
know what I do know and for what I can relate. This is my inspiration. I hope to learn still more with new leads 
now on hand, and if I persist with patience in this endeavor. 
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PART Ill: STATISTICAL ANALYSIS 
OF UFO CRASH/RETRIEVAL EVENTS 


1. Chronology of UFO Crash/ Retrieval Events Known By Year 


Statistics, it must be emphasized, about reported UFO crash/ retrieval events are inadequate and perhaps 
misleading. In the main, for this analysis, I have used only the sources who can identify the year of the event. 
Informants in this category range from the firsthand source to those less creditable. There are also many reports, 
even from good sources, with no year affixed to the event and thus are not included in this report. The total 
number of reported events for any | year may describe a single event rather than isolated events. A breakdown 


by years, follows: 

Year Number of Reports 
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The most interesting feature is that the preponderance of reported UFO crash/ retrieval events out ofa total 
of 49 occurred in the 1950's, a total of 19 reports, followed by 9 in the 1970's, 8 in the 1960's, and 7 in the 1940's. 
These figures indicate that there were more UFO crash/ retrieval events in the 1950's, which suggests that in each 
of the two decades following, the news about the event has been more effectively controlled, or that a later model 
of the alleged alien craft has overcome a technical vulnerability to Earth's geological or atmospheric, or human, 
interferences. 


2. Geographic Distribution of Reported UFO Crash/ Retrieval Events 


This cursory analysis concerns C/R reports worldwide from general sources including those with the year 
of the event unknown. Again, insufficient data obscure the few creditable firsthand reports. From all these 
diverse sources, I am aware of 16 reports allegedly occurring outside the continental limits of the United States. 
Three of these, according to a C.I.A. employee, occurred in Russia, two in Communist China. 

Compared with the 16 reports outside the U.S.A. are 27 allegedly occurring inside its boundaries. The 
figure 27, however, is ambiguous as it may include more than one source describing the same incident. For 
instance, in 1947 I have three separate sources probably describing the same incident, and this also holds true for 
1948 where three independent sources may all describe a single event. Further analysis shows, according to 
general information reaching me, that 17 of the 27 events have occurred west of the Mississippi River and 10 to 
its east. 

Many reports of C/R events in the U.S.A. are not included in this analysis as no site for the incident is 
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known. For instance, an alleged alien craft having been seen in an Air Force hangar, or a body in deep-freeze, is 
not a statistical entry. In consideration of all C/R material available it would only be a guess as to the true 
number of actual events occurring in the United States. At one time I guessed at a dozen incidents, but perhaps 
this is just the tip of the iceberg. On the other hand, if only one or two incidents have substance then there would 
be justification for another Status Report. 


EPILOGUE 


Who, in our world, is this strange little mortal of human configuration? Is the UFO crash/ retrieval 
syndrome and its tandem, the humanoid, a part of a grand weird hoax, or, an officially or privately contrived 
deception? Hardly. Assuming that the biped does exist, and my monograph assumes just that, then is the little 
“monster” an experimental creation conceived by a clandestine earthly laboratory? Hardly. Or, again, assuming 
that all my informants are correct, is the creature with an overdeveloped head and atrophied body and limbs a 
distant relative of primordial man whose beginnings share a common cradle? Or, is the creature, born in space 
and developed through a parallel chemistry akin to the Homo sapiens, in an advanced state of evolutionary 
regression? And, finally, guessing again, we may ask is “it” a clone developed for tactical and expendable 
purposes by a higher order of extraterrestrial intelligence? ; 

Whatever the state of its alleged existence, the entity is alien to man. Until more is known, we can only hope 
that the alien’s large head may manifest a high enough intelligence to allow for its intentions to be merely curious 
and not hostile, With the paucity of reliable, firsthand information, | believe that the suggested use of a graph, by 
which I could show the physiological details reported by each witness, can offer little for qualitative analytical 
purposes. Perhaps the best graphic illustration is contained in the attached composite sketch conceived out of 
the data from the medical doctor who performed an autopsy. 


Leonard H. Stringfield 
4412 Grove Avenue 
Cincinnati, OH 45227 
U.S.A 

October 29, 1979 
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Attachment 1. — Drawing of humanoid based on information received from doctor who performed autopsy. 
Data, concerning relative size of head, torso and limbs, and other details, were gathered over a period of several 
months in 1979, during which time four separate drawings were submitted for comment. On my first drawing he 
drew a heavy ridge of brow over the eyes, and indicated less length of neck and less drooping shoulders. After 
third drawing he commented, “Check a 5-month fetus to get proportionate size of head and body.” For the final 
rendition, above, he said, “The proportions are right.” October 29, 1979 
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Attachment 2. — Composite drawing of Humanoid Head from reports by firsthand witnesses. This illustration 
was one of five submitted to former C.I.A. employee for review and comment. On July 6, 1978, being informed 
that the features in this rendition were “close enough”, | released it in my first paper, “Retrievals of the Third 
Kind”. (See Case A-6) 


(Copyright 1978 By Leonard H. Stringfield) 
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Attachment 3. — Drawing of Humanoid Hand from reports by firsthand witnesses was submitted to former 
C.I.A. employee for review and comment. On July 6, 1978, I was advised that the small trace of thumb which I 
had shown in sketch, should be removed. (See Case A-6). 

(Copyright 1978 By Leonard H. Stringfield) 
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Attachment 4. — Conceptive features of humanoid submitted by researcher, Tom Deuley for this monograph, 
November 2, 1979. 
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July 18, 1978 


I hereby certify that I was shown a sketch of a hand stated to be 
that of a retrieved humanoid on July 13, 1978 in New York City. The 
sketch was in the possession of Leonard Stringfield and was the 
result of descriptions given him by various confidential sources. 

I had not seen nor discussed the sketch (or the humanoid material 
in general) with Len prior to our meeting on July 13-1, 1978. Based 
on other sources known to me and not to Len, the sketch appears 
identical to material I have been familiar with for quite some time. 
I had described the hands to my wife and two close friends in late 
1977 and they can confirm the accuracy of the sketch as compared 
with my description at that time. Based on my somewhat limited 
knowledge, I must conclude that the sketch is accurate. 


ee 


Ted Phillips 


Ted Phillips, of Sedalia, Missouri, specializes in 
the investigaticn of UFO trace cases. He is affili- 
ated with The Center for UFO Studies and The 
Mutual UFO Network. 


Attachment 5. — Statement by Ted Phillips, 1978 
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Attachment 6. 
BIOGRAPHY PERTINENT TO UFO RESEARCH ACTIVITIES 
LEONARD H. STRINGFIELD 


Author of SITUATION RED, THE UFO SIEGE, published by Doubleday & Company, May 1977 
(Hard Cover book). Paperback Edition, Published by Fawcett, 1978. Paperback Edition, Published by 
Spheres Ltd., London, England, 1978. Other foreign hard cover and paperback editions scheduled for 
1978 and 1979: France, Spain, Italy, Greece, Argentina, Brazil. 


Serve on the Board of Directors as Director for Public Relations for Mutual UFO Network 
(MUFON), headquarters in Seguin, Texas. This international group, directed by Walter Andrus, is 
composed of technically oriented field investigators, specialists and consultants throughout the world. 
For this group, I also serve as State Section Director covering four Southwestern Ohio counties, and as 
Associate Editor of the MUFON UFO Journal, their monthly magazine. 


working in association with Dr. J. Allen Hynek, Director of Center for UFO Studies 
(CUFOS). This is a scientific endeavor established to investigate and evaluate UFO reports 
internationally, having cooperation of many leading scientists and law enforcement agencies. 
Principally, I am assigned as investigator covering a dozen counties in Southwestern Ohio and 
Northern Kentucky. 


Serve as Ohio Investigator for Ground Saucer Watch, headquartered in Phoenix, Arizona. Director is 
William Spaulding. 


Serve as Consultant for Ohio UFO Investigators League, headquartered, Cincinnati, Ohio. 


Formerly served as advisor for Grenada, a new Caribbean island nation, in its efforts to establish a UFO 
research agency working within the framework of the United Nations — 1977 and 1978. 


Presented a 63-page paper, “Retrievals of the Third Kind,” subtitled, “A Case Study of Alleged UFOs 
and Occupants in Military Custody,” at the ninth annual MUFON Symposium, held in Dayton, Ohio, 
July 29, 1978. The paper included 18 abstracts revealing data from creditable informants concerning 
alleged recovery or storage of crashed alien craft and the recovery and/or medical study of deceased 
alien humanoids. 


Formerly, Director of international UFO research group, known as C.R.I.F.O. (Civilian Research, 
Interplanetary Flying Objects) in 1953-57. Was publisher and editor of a monthly newsletter, ORBIT, 
during this period. Paid subscription was 2,500. C.R.I.F.O. was one of the world’s largest research 
groups during the mid-1950’s, being of interest to several foreign governments, professional people, and 
the U.S. Air Force. 


Formerly worked in cooperation with the Air Defense Command of U.S.A.F., 1953-57, screening and 
reporting UFO activity. Was assigned a special code number to report by phone to the Air Defense 
Command Center in Columbus, Ohio. 


Published a book, 1957, entitled, INSIDE SAUCER POST, 3-0 BLUE, which reviewed in part my 
work with the Air Force. The “3-0 Blue” was part of my code number. Books still available from my 
home address. Price: $4.00. 


Formerly served in Public Relations capacity for NICAP (National Investigations Committee on 
Aerial Phenomena) in Washington, D.C., under Director Major Donald E. Keyhoe from 1957 to 1970. 


Was assigned as Early Warning Coordinator for Colorado Project under Dr. Condon, 1967-69. This 


was a government sponsored scientific investigative group, headquartered in Boulder, Colorado. I 
screened and reported all UFO activity in Southwestern Ohio for this project. 
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Conducted a course in Ufology at Mariemont High School in 1969 — the first of its kind. 


Formelry, served as president of the Cincinnati UFO Society in the late 1950's, whose members were 
mainly professional people. 


During World War Il, I served in Intelligence (S2) and in Counter Intelligence of the 5th Air Force in 
Southwest Pacific Theater for 31 months. First learned of the UFO during this period. During a flight 
near Iwo Jima, enroute to Toyko during the Japanese surrender, the aircraft in which | was flying 
encountered 3 UFOs, nearly causing the plane to crash. This incident led to my interest in the subject of 
UFOs in 1950, at which time, the “flying saucer” had already commanded world attention. 


I am employed as Director of Public Relations and Marketing Services of DuBois Chemicals, Divison 
of Chemed Corporation, headquartered in DuBois Tower, Cincinnati, Ohio 45202. 


Leonard H. Stringfield 
4412 Grove Avenue 
Cincinnati, Ohio 45227 


(513) 271-4248 
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CHRONOLOGY OF CRASH/RETRIEVAL EVENTS 
World War II: England. Crashed craft. Source: military officer. (Case A-1, Comment) 


1947: Near Roswell, New Mexico. Fragments of apparent crashed craft observed by Air Force officer. (Case A- 
10) 


1948: Crashed craft plus body, reported by newspaper columnist. (Item B-14) 

1950: Mexico, near Del Rio, Texas. Air Force officer observed crashed craft and one body. (Item B-7) 
1950: California. Air crewman observed craft in Navy hangar. (Item B-5) 

1952: New Mexico. Former Air Force radar specialist learned of crashed craft and bodies. (Case A-9) 


1952: Wright-Patterson AFB, Ohio. Military officer, now retired, saw one body. Saw movie film of craft (see 
Case A-9), UFO files at NORAD, Colorado Springs, Colorado (see also Item B-3). (Case A-4) 


1953: Johannesburg, S. Africa, retrieval. (Case A-6) 


1953: Arizona. Military officer saw three bodies, one female, at Wright-Patterson AFB, Ohio, learned of 
crashed craft in Arizona. (Case A-1) 


1953: Wright-Patterson AFB, Ohio. Technician reported presence of 13 bodies, saw written report confirming 
it. Learned two craft were at Langley AFB, Virginia. (Item B-6) 


1953: Desert area. Movie film of crashed craft and three bodies seen by former Air Force officer (see Case A-4), a 
former Air Force radar specialist, a former Army radar specialist, and (about 1956) by a former Air Force 
officer. (Case A-9) 


1957: Southwest United States. Former Air Force Sergeant learned from General about crashed craft and four 
bodies, craft shipped by rail to Wright-Patterson AFB, Ohio. (Case A-5) 


1962: New Mexico. Crashed craft, two bodies, head band “communicator” (see Case A-7, Comment). Source: 
Bob Barry, allegedly from CIA contact. (Case A-6) 


1964: Ft. Riley, Kansas. Crashed craft reported by enlisted man on guard duty, confirmed by separate source. 
(Case A-8) 


1965: Near Kecksburg, Pennsylvania. Crashed craft. Source: Clark McClelland, NASA employee. (Item B-1) 

1966: Wright-Patterson AFB, Ohio. Nine bodies observed by former Army Intelligence officer, now a 
businessman. Learned there were 30 bodies plus crashed craft. Cited five crashes during 1960's and secret 
computer files on UFOs. (Case A-3) 

1968: Nellis AFB, Nevada. Former Air Force Sergeant described Top Secret report on a UFO landing and 
encounter with humanoids during which Colonel was paralyzed and weapons were “jammed,” learned from 
Air Force General. (Case A-5) 

1973: Location not stated. Air Policeman observed three bodies. (Case A-2) 

1975: Michigan. Crashed craft. (Item B-4) 

1977: Ohio. Violent encounter reported between UFO humanoids and U.S. Military forces. (Item B-13) 


1978: Argentina. Object crashed in mountains, report of U.S. Air Force retrieval. (Item B-8) 
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1979: Pennsylvania. Body retrieved along roadside. Apparent hoax. (Item B-14) 
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